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"Introduction

The Educat4onal. Resources InforMation Center, better known aS ERIC, is
-

a federally sponsored-system for providing ready aCcess to the educaticinal

literaturethat appears An journals, has limited disseMinition, or: is not

formally published.

Resources in Education (RIE) is the monthly abstract journal of the

ERIC system: It consists of'resumes of education-related documents and

indexes to these resumes. RIE covers the broad field of education in all

its aspects, announcing timely report literature and recently completed

research results to make possible the early identification and acquisition

of documents of interest to the educational community. The Current Index

to Journals in Education (CIJE) is the most complete guide,to major

educational periodical literature. Detailed indeXing for-articles in

approximately 700 education and education-related journals is provided

through CIJE.

This annotated bibliographTls base&On a search of docUMents

anLounced in RIE_and journal artiCles AndeXed in CIJE. Eachreferenee
. H

is concertedWith statewide prograMS of educational asSessment or

testing,

POT:each entry in the bibliography the following:infOrmation is

presented personal:Or 'corpOrate authorititleplace of pUblleatiOn,

publisheridate:opuhlication, number of!..pages, ERICIdOcument (ED)

number,: and price of the,,documentHasavailable froth the ERIC1:11pcument
. .

Reproducticin SerVice The-.notatiOnMF StandsformicrOfiche;

HC, forpaper:7cOpy.-'For each;entry there is::an abStraci. Entries are
:

listed alphabetiCally by author and are nUMbered.. 4ileaSe tote;that '

journal.articiee tthoae itemaLwith:AnEj numberYare not aVailable from-

EDRS-. HOweVer, MOst'of'these journals are readily available,in-libraries'.

The subject index lists each major termuSed to index a document
,

or article, Oh major:term teflectsthe peithary topIC or foCUSO The

numbera in the subjeCt index refer tO the,entry.'



For yOur convenience, an order 'form for the ERIC Document Repro--

duction Service (EDRSYlis included. - However,- ERIC microfiche collections

are available.at approximately 650 "locationsthroughout the country.

Most of these-C011eCtions are opien to the public: If you are unable to -

locate a microfiche collection-in your area ou may write to EgIc/Tu:

for a listin



...A,scher, Gordon. Some nonparametric approaches to the use of
criterion-referenced statewide test reaUlts'in the evaluation

Of local-district.educationalrograms Paper,presented'at the

nual'mpeting of .thelimerican EducatiOnaljtesearchAstoeia0.on,
lashington, April 1915, 21:pages.' ED 106 369 NF $0.83.

0.1

The increased use of criterion-referented-statewide testing pro-
grams is an outgrowth of the need f6r more diagnostic information
for planning and decision making than is provided by norm-referenced
programs. There remains, ;however, a need for state agencies to'
compare'the results of lodal districts to a variety of comparison

4]
groups for the purpose of,identifying where the greatest needs lie.

This paper- deals with\nonparametric techniques for the cotparison of
matrices of criterion-referenced scores -(rather than the comparison

of means). Specific examples included chi square,-the median test,
rank correlation, the:Wilcoxon tests,- Kendall's W, and others.

Bettinghaus, Erwin, P., & Miller, Gerald R. A dissemination s stem

for state accountability programs-Part'l: Reactions to state

accountabi1iy Denver: WA:It'd-do State- Department-of
,

Education, Cooperative,Accountability Project, June 1973.' 77 pages:

ED 111 841. MF HC $4.67.

The major concern of this.report was to identify some of the problems

)dhich-arise when educational accountability models are introduced

into a state and to begin placing those problems within a communi-

cation context. It was suggested that there are problems created by

the definitiOn of the term "accountability," the,term "assessment,"

the term "testing," and the equation frequently made between them.'

While large segments of' the public can frequently_ agree on the'

desirability of "actountability," that agreement disappears when

the specific operational definition of accountability is finally

introduced. The experience of Michigan in its Michigan Educational

Assessment Program was used as an extended example, although.other

states report problems similar to.those of Michigan. Many of these

problems were in the area of communication.

3 Buchmiller, Archie.A. State assessment (accountability): "POtent'ial

for becoming a friend or foe? 'Paper presented at the annual meeting

of the North Central Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools,

Chicago, March 1973: .22 pages. ED 079 376. MF $0.83. HC $1,67.

A sumMary of legislation concerning educational accountability re-
veals that 13 states hope to find greater accountability in testing

or assessment programs, 7 in planning, programming, budEeting system,
4 in uniform accounting system, 8 in the evaluatien Of professional

employees, 2 in management information systems, and 1 in perfortance

contracting. The framework of educational accountabi24ty also in-

.
cludes goals, educational vouchers, program audits, citizen

involvement and related concepts. One problem in accountability

'iS that there are apparently wide differences between citizens'

expectations of public education and those of educators.

0



itr1.

Accountability is frequently being redefined with an emphasis on
outcomes 'using cost-effectiveness techniques; it should be under-

stood that educators can be held accountable only within the
constraints of,the financial resources allocated to them. 'The

most popular legislative means to accountability, statewide
assessment programs, is often'objected to on the grounds that

abuses in the use of test data outweigh the benefits likely to
be -obtained from the data. The,shortcomings and bias of norm-

referenced tedts,*the, use of random.sampling, and pressures on
all concerned-ire some of the objections to State assessment.
ProPonents of this method belieye it will increase commitment
to education. Elforts are being made to encourage the' use of
experimental programs and to imProve statistical methods of

handling data.,

Clark, Phillip I., et al. The use, misuse, and abuse of tests.

Report on the first annual New England Association for Measurement
and Evaluation in Guidance Conference on Measurement in Education,'

Newport, R.I., May 1970. 35 pages. ED-051 281. ME,$0.83-.,

HC $2.06.

The New England Association for Measurement and Evaluation in

Guidance (NEAMEG) Conference on Measurement in Education was de-

---signed to (1) provide a forum for the examination and discussion
of valid issues related to evaluation and measurement;, (2),facilitate

communication among educators from various disciplines and levels

of education within,the New England region, and to:encourage-their

active involvement, in "attacking" current identified prob'letig and'

concerns relating to the-use of tests and other evaluative d,evices;

and .(3)'stimulate the deyelopment of a series of Position PaPrs
stating the views of the 13rofessiona1 members of the'NEAMEG as a
group, which may serve as guidelines for education. Some of the

papers presented are also relevant to state testing and,assessment,

. The proceedings include: "Innovative Test Usage for Indiviaual'

---ETI-Pnpil Growth," Philip I. Clark; "National Assessment," ThOmas,R::
Knapp; "State Testing Programs," Paul B. Campbell; "Testing the

Disadvantaged," Lenore A. DeLucia; "Computerization in'Relation,
tq Testing and Evaluation," James R. Baker; "Testing and Its.

Relevancy to the Seventies," Thomas Burns; "Federally Funded
Programs," Thomas Burns; "Disclosure of Test Results," Thotas P.
Nally; "Norms:, Fact or Fancy," Walter N. Durost; "Tests: Who or

What Is Being Evaluated," C. Thomas Skoggs;-and "The Jensen
Report," Paul B. Campbell.-,.A sutmary of the discussion by the
reactors to each presentation follows each paper.

5. Coffman, William E. , A toratorium? What kind?- NCME Measurement
-

in Eaucatioh. Vol. 5, No. 2, Spring 1974. East Lansing% Inch.:

National Council on MeasureMent in Education, 1974. 8 pages.

ED 099.408. NT' $0.83. JHard copy available from NCME, OffiCe
of Evaluation Services, Michigan State Univer., East Lansing
Mich. 48823. $0.56.



Many problems in the nrea:Pf ,test: Laterpreation and educational
assessMent are cansing difffcãltIes for 'educatOrs. On one hands;,'.:',
the publiC, and legislatorS ,are:reqiiesting ore state testing'ipro-
-grams and assessment RrogrartisV while on the:othereducators
realize the probleMs concerning teStine-and te.St interpretation.
Difficulties ariSe when tests are ,misinterpreied' and Misused-
:proposed -mOratorinm by ,.the National Education_ Assoc,iation _is not
.the answer to the problem, since it would .deS troy the 'contitninth,
data and :Create a' critiCal infermation ReporEing systems
based on criterionl7eferenced Measnrement, the., use rof .coMputers
to find patterns -from which:,..ta::. generate:Anterpretations. and
-further use, of adjusted,. scdres, can help to alleviate :Warne of., the'
problems. A moratorium on testing would only destroy the coni:-:
tinuum of data arid create -a. critical information gap:

..

6. Collins, Tom.;.R. : 'The im.orcance Of -asse-ssmefit'linStrnMentvdevelo tAent...
Dnrharci",; N."C.';': ..Ites ear ch Triangle'. Ins t itu te ;'..1.Center far Edn4tionalr''

'Research .and' EValuation. :Paper .presented at the, Sontheastern
... . , A

.InVitational Conference on Measurement in Education,: Kn6tYille.,
Tennessee, December' 1974.. .5: pages'. ED 107 729 \.-;. MF,. $0.83.
HC $1.67

, .. \
Instruments and questionnaire§ develOPed for gathering data ,on

, s

studentS and the schoals they attend,: should' be assesSed.::.i..,ThiS :was
done for..thOse instruitientS and onestionnaires;'used. in the ',reading
assessment of' the first year of the Minnesotaducat,ional A§Sess-.;
men t Isr4raM.. General' firidin6- are:: (1). Student i::.'i'iiecoii'l-iO4 .;-''
status is strongly associated*ith readibg performance; ,(2) Opinion:
ratiags shoWed. no-c,rel'aticinshirg'to'5,pert,orttience; and .(3) :QuestionS-,:.,..- .

: .. , -
. probing the ciontent .cif ?fstUdent attitddes ;toward schoal shoWed`
significant relationshkp .with Student: reading:\perfori..4nce. It S:
pointed ou t : ..tha t \qnestions 4.-re gardless:of:Wheher:::they -ares,,,addreSsed
to studentS, te'acherS, or prinOipals,- shoilla bgtk., as :Spetikic-ag;:.:'
possible so that, complexitiee cif,i, attitudes,..,.a§PiratiOnS, .9-t , tiefiav ior '.
may become 'apparent. IE is 'COnauded the't..'greater a'tterition:r. to.
instrumentation can provide asseSsMent 'results' of -greater utility.

:

. Diederich, Pauf i; What Statewide testing:Can do.: Paper presented
at the annual 'meetinedf the NatiOnal Council of:.Ter4.'chers, of --';.:"

English, Las Vegas; November 1971, 12 pageS. ED' 085 746- MF

$0.83. -HC.: $1.-67. '

Statewide teSting.'can serYe four' important functionS:. 'can illus-

trate superici:r, reburts of a grou Of schools where no .. one wouldt,i
expect it and,;;raise questions ab ut hoW they accomplished it;
statewide testinedeals iiith the/generally lower:. scores of dis-
advantaged minorities, it can put the differences in perspective
by showing comparable differencds between boys and girls; testing
starewide can deal with school Lffects other than knowledge and
basic skiliSc as shown not only by an interest measure but also
by data On attitudes toward ,school;` and it .can show that a



particular program is producing substantial and socially impor-

tant results. It is not necessary to give the same test to

everybody in the whole state if the objective is to discover

the strong and weak pointa in the_state's educational system.

Dyer, Henry S., & Rosenthal, Elsa. State educational assessment

programs: An overview. Princeton, N.J.: ,ERIC Clearinghouse

on Tests, Measurementlrand Eval6ation, December 1971. 13 pages.

ED 058 309. ME $0.813: HC $1.67.

This is an edited version of the)werview chapter frOm a report

on a 1971 survey of state educational assessment programs.. The

procedures used in carrying out the survey are described, and .a

number of major trends in the approach to-state assessment are

discussed. Finally, some of the more important problems
encountered by theestates in their assessment effOrts are

outlined.

1

. E. J. Kirschner and Associates. An alialyRisof_selected issues

in adult education. Final report. Volume I of III. Uashington,=-,

D.C.: E! J. Kirschner and Associates, February 1976. 206 pages.

,ED 122 043. NE $0.83. ,HC $11.37:

The Office of Education commissioned the study to identify and

'explore various policies concerning the education of adulta:,

(I) to define the need, for the entire population and seleted

subgroups; (2) to describe the current response, at all levels;

(3) to identify and analyze the difference's between need and .

responSe; and (4) to identify and explore alternative roles of-

the Fed,eral Government (policies) -to address such,unsatiafied or

emerging needs as might be identified. The study is concerned

with all types of education-for adults, at all levels- except

full-time education in traditional institutions- (high Schools,

colleges, and universities), and one-way communication (broad-

cast_ and print media). Available studies of adults'-educational

status were reviewed, and educational profileS:of the population

and subgroups were prepared. Relevant legislation; significant

social and educational literature, and available surveys1were

reviewed, and leaders were consulted, to determine what adults'

educationally related capabilities should ba, in ord,er to develop

1
criteria with which actual current conditions could be compared.

The most reliable data about adults' participation and educa-

tional'interests were surveyed. Largely,coMprised of implications °

for policy guidance, the body of the,report includes some of-the

empirical data, in tables.

10. Ebel, Robert L. ss..p...5±_s_tig_irogrEaL:jiq,_522.,:i_rob,d

prospects. TM Report 40. Princeton, N.J.: ERIC Clearin house

on Tests, Measurement, and Evaluation, December 1974. 6 pages.

ED 099 429. MF $0.83. HC $1.67.



,
The current status,of state testing programs is assessed drawing
primarily on ixdoimation provided by,the Educational Testing
Service.publication,"State Testidg Programs, 1973 Revision."
Increases in,:state:oPerated prOgrams are indicated and are-probably
dpe to an increase in federal money for, testing purposes lecause
of possible confusion over the differences between a state testing
program, a state assessment program; and a statn testing service,
some explanation is given as to the properties of each. A history

) ,46f state testing pragrams is oUtlined, and new-directions for such
programs are prOposed:" .Criterion-referenced and norm-referenced
testing is contrasted, :and the advantages and limitations of

_

triterion-referenced,tests are indicated. The problem of eval-
uating:affectiv_e educational,outcomes is explored and may be

. explained by the very,i1Mted role of noncognitive tests in state
testingprogrrams. The relation between the purposes of testing
and time of year the testeaie given is discussed, and this timing
is seen to affect,the extent to:.'which a particular purpo3e is
served well or poorly.- As to the type of test that should be
given, standardized lests and tailor-made tests are compared, and

. their advantages and--1imitations'are discussed.

Educational Resourees InformatiOn Center, DIR.; Educational
Testing SerVitand EdUcation Commission of the States. State

_

'educatiiinarltassessment .13rograms5,.:f. Princeton, N.J.:..ETS.

September;1971100 pages.:;ED056 102. MF $0.;83. HC $4.67.
4a6o-available'feCtmAdviSr andInstructional PrograMs, Educational
Testing Service, PrincetOn, N.J., 085,40, HC. $4.00

I

f .

:A. summaryof"theeedupationa1 assesSment activities (as of early
\

1971) in each of the fifty 'States an0 District of Columbia is /
, given, Information.was gathered thrOugh:intervieWS held in each iY 1

state/by staff members of ETS. Similarities in the activities of //
- many states include tne setting of statewide educational goals, ,.,)/

. _.

_

applitation of a planning-programming-budgeting sySten to
edUcational asiessment establishment of statewide \testing prorl,
grams, assessment of'noncognitive de'elopment, measuring varius

1
,influences on learning, influence of the National AssessmenttModel,
'and a trend/toward more centralized control of programs. Aroblems
generally'concern a lack of communication and coordinatidn, relation
ofoassessment data to'financial incentives, the handlini of sensi-

,
tive data, and confusion and conflict about goals.

l2, EducationaLTestingHService, & ERIC;Clearinghousejpn'TeStsea-
\-;sprement-, and'Eveluation. 'State testin prä remd:'1'1973reViSiOn.
\PrincetOri,.N.J.1:ETS, jlovember 1971..., 65 page's. :ED 087 789.

HC $3:50: Also available,from Adyisory and Field
SerViCeS, Educational TestinvServite,LprWeton,,N.J.'.081i40:7



The purpose of the survey, was"to obtain information to prepare a
profile of state testing programs. One section of the report
summarizes the data on the 42 testing programs that were operating
in 33 states during the 1972'-73 school year. This summary tabu-

...,

lates the findings of eight major areas covering all the questions
asked-4ax4hg the interviews, including: purposes ofprograms;
manageMgnt agpects; population tested; instrumentation; data
collection and processing; norms; dissemination; and prospects-
for the future. Detailed program descriptions for each state
arepresented in the _second section. Finally, the two appendices

present an item by .item response summary across states and

programs and a copy of the interview guide.

. ! Educational Testing Service, Evaluation and Advisory Service.
.fs...._.tpstiu_i_arc.,LstAsurveoffunction$ tests .thaterials,

and services. Princeton, N.J. ELI, Evalugtitikand Advtspry
Service, March 1968. 151 pages. ED 080 14 $0.83 HC $8.69.''0

,

This compilation of descr ptions of State testing programs is
based upon responses to a mail,survey of the depaitMents Of
education in the 50 State , the Canal Zone, Guam, Puerto Rico,

and the Virgin Islands /tt was found that 42 of these offer 74

testing programs (with 1 offering two or more), 9-provide only ,

limited testing services, and 8 do not conduct a program.
Following an overview of all the data, summaries are presented
for, each of the programs, with the following types of data pro-

vidpd for each: purposes and objectives, administration and

supervision, grades, tests,-norms, administration dates, other

services', costs, paiti,ation, number tested, reference(?),

and a name and address tor use in obtaining further information.

14. Praklir, 'Anderson J. The'testin'SALLMITL19.1121Elta2.° Paper
pre ented at the Public Hearings on-Statewide_Testing and Evalua-

tio .Stateof, New York, Albany, October 1974. 15 pages. ED! 103

357

1

MY $083. HC $1:67.

1

-

The ,do-tument states that certain stapa need to be taken immediately

forlrectifying and containing the injustices of testing. Until
suclii time that/the S,tate can, demonstrate unequivocally that their
st4ewide testing and evaluation program is fair to all groups,
and that every student has had an equal exposure-to quality school
environments before evaluation then there should be a moratorium
on testing. The State should establish a task force for the
development of an Office of Consumer Affairs in Testing,and Student
Evaluation., The State should establish-a Reaearch and Development

Office which will have the latitude to study empirical questious
of teacher and pupil performance. It is most 7portant that
evaluative agencies'recognize that tests a d their ensuing social

judgments are ingtruments of racism by vir ue of minority exclusion

, in all phases of test utilizations. Moreo er since minorities have

1 0



limited access'to the opportunity (mainstream) structures of this

society,,much ',less policy making pOsitions, it is obviOus that

deciSions on criterion variables "(job or education) have negligible

minority inputs. Since racism has been an integral characteristic
of the power brokers. in this country, and the testing industry .

caters to the power brokers, therej.s no reason to assume that

testing has the best interest of minorities at heart.

15. Hall, Mary. Dissemination and utilization of laraescalete.s_t_

les1.11._ta_jsajabodycat_therelisteniifnot,whnot?
Paper presented at the annual meeting of the Ameridan Educational

.
ReSearch-Aisociation, San FranciSco, April 1976. 11 pages. ED

126 141., IT $0.83, 11C $1.67.

_

The paper reviews pre ious resebrch studie .and conferences which

have dealt with the qimestion of whether large-Scale testing pro-'.

grams, are effective. It is conclUded'that such-programs, defined
as efforts to determine the status-of student achievement on a

school, district, stat , * natiOnal basis, are not serving the
informational needs of the decison-making bodies for whom they

are designed. Three sc oolk -of thought are discussed concerning

reasons/why large-scale\testing programs are notfladequately

responsive. Thesecindluded those who believe that polioymakers

do not/wish to make dat*based", decisions;,those Who believe the

fault lies with ineffective dissemination and u ilization sub-

systems; and those,who challenge the suitabilit 1 of large-scale

testing programs As currently operated, for servling the realities

of eddeational policy4ing. After discussing the nature of

1,
educational policymaking,.\the paper suggests thll.ee reasons why --

\ testing and assessment programs have failed to Take the desired

impact. These include:' (1) such programs havelnot adequately
defined.the level at which 'their target audiences are most likely

to make policy; (2) such pro\grams seldom have the capacity to
produce\information which- is\"issue"-oriented at a time when it

is most needed by policymakeis; ana (3) few programs take_ into

account that the policymaking,\process is'characjterized by
\ "uncertainty" and by "competirig value systems.1

Hall, Mary.- Statewide assessme\nt of student performance:
comparative survey-. , Paper presented at the annual meeting

the American:Educational Research Association, Washington,

April 1975. 41 pages, ED 104 948. m $0.83. HC $2.06

o

A survey of 42 statewide assessme,t programs was conducted to

determine: (1) The status of stai wide assessment programs in

the United States when classified 1y purpose, Authority, method-

ology, and scope; (2) Are therejany differences within these

classifications for prograMs, which. re aimed primarily at state-

Ilevel decision making as opposed to those designed primarily for

local use; and (3) The.primary/types of measurement used by



statewide assessment programsand the strengths .nd weaknesses of
such models. Data was collected by-requesting 53 state departments
of education to send information and publications related to their
statewide assEssment activities., flaterialgreceived were checked
against two nationwide descriptions of state assessment and or
testing 'PrOgrams issued by Educational Testing Service in,1973
Some recommendations for future research include: the need for
immediate research on the question of the most effective roles for
statewide assessment programs in influencing state or local decision
making, research needed on ,the procedures and techniques to widen .

Iavailability of criterion referenced instruments, and research,
1 studies that will solve some of the methodological problems faCing
.state assessment programs.

17. Hawthorne, Phyllis. Annotated 1:c4121.1.2estateEducational
Ascountabilit Re ositor . Revised. Reort No. 1. Denver:
Colorado State Xepartment of Education, Cooperative Accountability
PrOject; Madison: Wisconsin State Department'of Public lnstruction,,
Division for Management and Planning Services. August 1974. 166-

pages. ED 098 655. MF $0.83. HC $8,69.

This is the third bibliography of the State Educational Accountability
Repository (SEAR) published under the sponsorship of the Cooperative
Accountability Project administered by the State of Colorado. SEAR

is a collection of more than 800 State educatiOn agency reports and i

articles Concerning accountability practices and procedures. The
contents of these reports fallainder five/major topics: Statewide

measurement programs, modern management systems, personnel evaluation;
performance-based' school accreditation, and acCountability legislation.

-, This bibliography liats the SEAR documenis by*State, proVides a short

annotation for eaCh document, and aTranges the 'documents under a,

series of topical headings. State ageney representatives and their
addresses are included on the page introducing'each State's reports;
these individuals can be contacted fox copies ofavallable documents-.

18. Heffernan, James M. A synthesis of the Clearwater Conference-for
Directors of State Studies of Adult Edda'. tion (Clearwater, Florida,
January 26-28, 1976). Washington, D.C.: George Washington Univ.,
Institute of Educational Leadership, March 1976.' 18 pages. ED 122

146. MF $0.83. .1.1C $1.67.

A report ispresented of. the Working Conference.for Directors of
State Studies of Adult Educaeion, held 3n.Clearwater, Florida from'
January 26-28, 1976. The conference provided a forum for issueg,,
emerging from State studies, study designs -used, strategies for
,implementing recommendations, and futdre projections .and was '-

attended-by over 40 people from throughout the country. Main
isgues included (1) advancing:the state of the art of adult
education needs analysis, and (2) policy development for adult
and lifelong learning strategies. A brief overview describes



-9-

the conference Participants and their reactions. ConferenC'e

accomplishments are' outlined under the following headings: the
present state of the art; rationale and methoa61-6gW-breadening'
perspectives; implementation of'State studies; moving toward
lifelong learning/ Final -comments reiterate the-conference as a
fruitful beginning'. The conference agenda and,list of participants
are included.

19. Impara, James C. Determining assessment content--Meeting real
' Ineeds. Paper presented'at the annual meeting of the American

Educational Research.Association, Washington, D.C., April 1975.

14 pages. ED 1 6364. MF $0.83. RC $1.67.

1

1

The determination of assessment content is often made on the basis
ul cost, political "clout,"- and relevance, in that order.; Three
areas of assessment content are discussed:- Broad areas, specific

-areas to be measured,-,and nontest information. The:broad areas
and nontest information are policy isaues,'while the, determination
of specific outcomes is a,more,technical one. 'Several criteria

are suggested,for aiding policymakers in-determining broad areas ,

and the nontest, information whidhare to be Included. The issue,

of,determining specific outcomes maY occur atthe initial planning
stages of assessment or,as suggested by Dyer, folldwing anassess-
ment "trial" run. In either case the specific\outcoies should be
determined on the basis of the involvement of professional educators
and nonprofessional educators., Oregon's methodblogy for determining
specific outcomes for assessment"is included.

'Jaeger, Richard M.
"

... Aprimer on samling for statewide assessment.
Princeton,N,..j.:.: Educational Teseing Service, Center for State-

:wide:Educational Assesement, 1973. 60 pages., ED

\

097 376., ME

.$0..81...'HC.:$3.5,0., Also available from the Center for Educational
Asseasuient, EduCational Testing Service, Princeton, N.J. 08540.

Free'.

*This paper, is a priMer on samplingprocedures:lorstatewide,assess-.
ment. :The :careful reader; ahctild galnsUb,040,0.4.1; 1#01,410dge about

the Promises andHpitialle assessment
,has three basiC objediveS: :ternISHandinceptOasic
to samplIng theory' andirs:application,including population,:,
sampling unit., sampling frame, probability Sampling,prOcedures,
estimatepopulation paraiiIr and, eptimat
variance, mean Squareerrer/an_ efficiency Sndjdonaistency2) to'
illuStrate some of-the ways' sanlpilngprpcp ures::can':130-Hused to
aChieve realiatic aasessMent ohSective60i (1,:::(3) :tiC(deaCribe
laspes thatarise when SaMpling procedurei a e: Usedand:;the facr
'tcis' that contribute to theirreSolution:. Objec ives'two:and three
include

,

diacussions Of SiMple'randoM sampl stratiitefLiandom
sampling, systematic sampling,. cluater Sam ling, and 'matrix
sampling..., The:appendix givesan,example,ofan aValuation of
alternative cluster sampling procedures'.

,
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Jaeger; Richard M. Some psychometric indicators for statewide
assessments. Paper presented at the annual meeting of the American
Educational Research Association, Washington, D.C., April 1975.
61 pages. ED 104 940. , $0.83. Hard copy not available from
EDR8. ,, f

(
-

Three new indicators of/psychometric quality for objectives-based,
statewide assessmentare proposed. These measures provide indica-
tion of'the stability of reported data on item and-objectives
mastery, the validity of assessment items for mmbers-of variOus
cultural gro4pS/, and the convergent validity of prescribed objectives
mastery sCotts. The results provided ,should also have application
in situat%Ons other than statewide assessments. In Particular, the
results hould be applicable whenever the psychometric quality of
measurrents for institutions, father than individuals, is of concern.--

4

22. Kansas State Department of Education. A school district testing

.PIPIYam guide. 'Topeka: Kansas State Department of Education, 1971.
15 pages. ED 066 442. MF $0.83. HC $1.67. ,

This,guide\ designed to help school: staff,members evaluate their
testing programs, may apply to distri?t-mide or state-wide pro-

grams. The four-sections contain: forms .to be completed of current
'testing inventOty;la form covering the organizational and adminis-
'trative details of the local testing program; an evaluation LDVM
dealing with the philosophy, content, strengths and weaknesses, and
data utilization of the total testing ptiogram; and finally, a list

-

, with suggestions for recommendations A bibliography
is included:

23. Larsen, Edwin P. Why test? Thrust for Education Leadership, 1972,
1(6), 21-26. ' EJ 064 147. .

Following 'a careful reevaluation of the entire testing program-
by the students, parents, staff and administration it was concluded
that ,the problems, the unmet educational needs, of an urban community
will not,dissipate by doing away with the state and local testing
programs.

24.Lehrhaupt', Aithur. For milli s of children, the united teaching
profesSiOnsays\"no" to State;ide testing NeW JerSeV'Educational

46(4).,24725;27:'.' ',.EJ 077 171.:

The authOr contends,that the New Jersey 'Commission of EdUcatiOn!s
policy of statewide:testing createsan atmosphere Of repression ,

..
againSt teachera; and Orbs imagination and innovation" in children.

' 25.:Loret; Peter G. AmpielmItinkLevaluating, and using a stewide
assessment prOgtaM: Logistics and contracted setvices:5145eT5re-

H:sented et, the annOal meeting Ot the,National Council on Measurement
In Education, Washington, D.C., April 1975 13 pages.' ED 111 863.
'MF ,$0,83. HC $1.67.

1

, y
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Under contract With the Oregon State Dppartment,"of Education, . c

Educational Tes4ng Service (ETS) assibted in-the preparation of ,

,

,

a fourth grade reading assessment test based on, or modified frdm,

Instructional ("jectiveS Exchange materials. ETS produced test 1

,

books, answe .neets, and all required ancillary materials necessary

for test dit ,Ition and administration to a sample of 104 schools,--
previously selected on the basis of geographic region, district
wealth, and diPtrict size. Rights,-Wrongs, and "Don't Know" pupil

,...

scores were reported to schools and districts fOr 25 specific
reading objectives and 4 grouPed'objectives .(word attack, vocabu-
lary,-comprehension, and application). Summary statistics for /

schools were also prepared and distributed. A special vocabulary
self-report,section/score was included in both reports. At ths

state level, a number of item analyses were-performed,- and a series ___ ----

of weight'frequency distributions prepared. A total of 4,127

pupils at 102 schools actually took, the test with-299 pupils
reported as absent. ,

-------
2 . Mathis, William J. Larse-scale ob'ective referenced test/ ing: Some-----,.

- practical problems and concerns. Paper presented_et-the_annual-- -=
,

meeting_of the National Council:on Measurement-in Education,
Washingtoii;-D;C-.--,-April 1975-7--epage-S.--ED 117 145: /NF $0.83.

HC $1.67.
. ,

-,_.

This paper was presented with other papers in a forum dealing with
statewide testing programs., The primary purpose of the paper is

to address practical considerations and methods of resolution far

large districts or states who are planning on conducting-large

scale testing or assessment prograMs with criterion or performance

ieferenced measures. The first section lists the parameters and :

limits within which these programs generally operate. These limit's

are translated into practical problems and decision points. Methods
e=

of resolving the problems are.then addressed with 'emphasis being

kgiven to professional and community involvement.- The paper closes

with ,comments on test validity and how, it is affected by these

problems and concerns.

27. National Education Association. Criteria for evaluating state

education accountabilit'y systems. Washington, D.C.: National

Educational Association. Paper presented at the annual meeting of
the American.Educational Research Association, Chicago, April 1974.

,//1.5 pages. Not available separately; included in.EM092 5-/-, entry
37. , 'N' 1

,

t ,
. .

In addition to some general and basic principles regardinS the

importance of an acceptable accountability system, a number of
1

specific criteria for evaluating state accountability programs is
provided. The stated purposes of such a system and the specific

uses of the resulting data should be clear and concise. Local

control must be retained and participation by students, parents',

and professionals is desirable. Data collected on the effectIve-

ness of the school must reflect the complexities of the educative

15



process and prOvide-feedback-to determine whether program elements

and conditions are of's caliber which would'make possible high

levels of-performance by the staff. -Emphasis is Placed on the

dangers of the misuSe of standardized achieliement tests and comments

are made concerning publication of test results and comparisons

between school districts. Finally, the cost factors...interms of

time and-personnel of such an accountability system are discussed.

National Education Association. TestimonY presented by the

National Education Association to the Panel on Evaluation of the

Michigan Assessment Program. Washington, -D.C.: National Education

Association. Paper presented at the annual meeting of the American

Educational Research Association, Chicago, April 1974. 10 pages.
7

ED 092 578. Not-available separately; included in ED 092 576,

entry 37.

go,

,

That teachers should be held accountable for conducting the'best

possible instructional processes, not for guaranteeing learning,

. is the view of the National Education Association (NEA). Because

of the inadequate nature of tests of student achievement, the

diverse nature of student populations, and the various conditions

affecting learning, the NEA states that teachers must not be

accountable for student achievement as it is currently measured. -----

The Association believes that accountability programs should be

based on multiple indexes, and that test resülts should never be

used as the major source of data. Evaluation oust be implemented

not only,in cognitive areas, bUt in areas iniqhich the goals are

more difficult to measure. The NEA sees little evidence that

state assessment programs are aimed at helping the teacher in

solving serious instructional problems. Furthermore, the NEAi

prefers that gTeater emphasis be placed on professional expertise,

judgment, and flexibility of approach.in both curriculum develop-

ment and instructional methodology since there is so little I

definitive research on the success of performance objectives/in

promoting learning. State assessment must emphasize diagnosis
,

tather'than classification of students.

29. Reinstein, Barry i. Publi'q scl-,ocl perspectives on the uses of

large-scale testing programs. Paper presented at the annu l

meeting of the American Educatiunal Research Association,- an

Francisco, April 1976. 12 pages. ED-124 599. MF $0.83 HC

$1.67.
/

The more commonly cited uses of state and local district assess-

Iment prograMs are addressed. The implications of seven proposed

uses of state assessment data are reviewed:point by point:

(1) allocating state grants-in-aid to alleviate weaknesses in

instructional programs; (2) designing instructional support

programs for teachers; (3) developing state planning statements

and priorities; (4) revisingstate-.14nimum standards for schools;



(5) reporting and making recommendations to/the legislature;

(6)" determining if students are acquiring "survival level" skills

or,"minimum competencies"; and (7) determining the extent to
which students in a state have attained the-skills, knowledge,

and attitudes reflected in the educational' goals of that state.

Next, the author tomments on some uses, of large-scale testing in

school districts and ,some conditions that should be-met if such

uses'are to be realized. Finally, several major 'obstacles

inherent in developing measurement instruments and procedureS

in areas other. than reading, language, snd.math are discussed

30. Segel, David. State testing and'evaluation programs. Washington,

D.C.:, Office of Education (DHEW), 1951. 39 pages. ED 086 721.,,

MF $0.83. HC $2.06.

, -

This report is , concerned . with the state testing/and evaluation

programs which :were in effect .during the 'year 194971950." Each'

program account deacribesthe.agency,which--cOordinatedthe pro-
gram:_the nature end purpOse of.the program ,inq.uding the-tests

administered,:the usea'oftestresults,7and.other Pertinent Infor-

,
mation; and the pUblications" which were available from each state.

A,SuMmary of the-purposea-for the Texas 'program is-provided in.the

APpendix to illustrate:various Uses of the,results_of state-wide
. .

testing.. -States which had no program are .so indicated.-

31. Seiden,,David: Towardastatewlde eduoationalassessment. Paper

presented atthe. annual meeting nf the. American.Educational

Research.Association,.Chicago', Apri1,1974. 3.pages. 11) 099 407.

MF $0.83. HC

The Source of most of the'opposition to educational assessment is

fear on the part ofadministrators and teachera that assessment-

will'beused'as an instrument:nf,4ValUatiOn. Asseasment-plana make

it iMpossible.to,:identifY.indivichial,teachers or sdbools. Thua,

the fear that someone be:Penalized 'beCause Ok.,a:bad, asaesement

is not' realistic:. Furthermore,a11"actiOolaysteris at present dn. a

great'deal'oftesting. f Scb601 authort1eswanted.t6 ube teat

resulta as evalUating instruments, they:already,have plentY 9k,

inforMation to go on. 'The main problem in:all-assessment:programs
is,that results- are expected too quickly. EMPhasis:shOul&be on

longitudinal studies and.comparison after-multiple completibns of

the testing cycle.

32. Shepard, Lorrie. Reporting the results of,Statewideiasseasment.

.Paper presented at the annual meeting of the'American Educational

Research Association, Washington, D.C.,/Aoril 1975.:16 Oakes.

ED-109 255. MF $0.83. HC.$1.67.'

RePorting the results of statewide assesimentlooms as a problem
1

as.mnre states pass from the planning to,implementation phase in

their asseasment'programs. When-energies are focused-on the

17



-purpose of the assessment, formulating objectives,, and instrument

. construction, reporting takes a back seat because it;Jlappens last.
'There are some general principles to be followed in order to-report
effectively the results_of a large scale assessment program. This

paper begins with several recent references on how to report the...

results of.large scale assessment programs. The remainder of this

-paper is intended to provide specific new thoughts for implemen-

tation of old principles. The ultimate success of state assessment

programs will depend.on how well assessment results are reported

to their various audiences. In this paper, the most comPelling
\recommendations for improving reporting practices are plan ahead,

develop different reports for different audiencesb and field test
report forMats to determine ,the language and content that-are most

meaningful to respective_audiences. Reporting should receivelthe

same careful attention-as-instrument CiinstrUction with sufficil'nt

\ opportunity for feedback from intended users.

33. \taylor, Bob L. Potential uses of the NationalAssessment-model at
the state and local level's: Paper, presented'at th'e, annual meeting

of the American Educational Research Association., Chicago, April' -/

1974. 31 pages.- pD-093 906. "NY $0.83., HC$2.06.

The model used-by,National Assessmentfor.dataigathering and re-

lolorting on the.:citiienship area iS_described,- and the potential

uses of the model-for state 'and- local :'assessmenti-,turriculum
development, and-accountability purposes are discussed. The study

Was-Carried.out using PaPers%snd, rOP0rts frmn.the National Assess--
6fInt of fAueationai Progress, Denver office, and state reports on
adaptations of the model for state asSessment needs._ AdaPiations

of the model for curriculum deVelopment'were identiffied, and,
finally, adaptations of the model-for adcountabilitY_purposes were
suggested and diseigsed.

3,4. Taylor, Bob L. Use-of the Model at the state-and-local levels.
PaPer presented at the NationaL Council for Social Studies, San
'Francisco", November.1973.'. *15 pages. ED 088.750. HP $0.83. HC

The National Assessment,, a census-like study to collect information
concerning the educational attainmentlpf AMericans, is being adapted
in many stateswith the results of the adaptations being liscr for
decision making'by state agencieS or by:teachersanciadministraters.
The characteristics of the adaptations follow patterns .related'to
this distinction of intended user. Prom among those states which
'have adapted the National Assessment asa model'for assessMent pre-
grams, this -paper ,discusses.the state-leVel.programs in,Maine,
Connetticut, Texas, and-Colorado and the district-leVel programs
in Nebraska and Maryland. Altheugh certain characteristics denote
a good assessment program, the many possible variations open-the

Anodel to misuse., Appropriate 'use of the national model can,promote

18
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trip

,,,
,

,',,.

curriculum' improvement and yield valuable information for decision

making; for examPle, the necessity of determining behavioral,ob2'.
Af

1

lectivee can leadto sharpened perceptions of educational piths, but
the-exercise can alsonarrow perspectives. 'Assessment data too,..can
,e misihterp eted and misapplied. An optimum use of the model is

-

-6, accountab lity when applied tO-a total organization, such.as a

school. '' ,,, ,- _ vl

\ ?

35. Theimer; Willi m C., Jr. Alternatives to the state mandated'teetin
prograiii: From a,symposium on,Testing at the convention_of the ;.

California-Edu ational Research AssociatiOnc-:San-Diego; Calif.,H

April-1971.- 2_ pages. ED 053 208. NY $0.83: HC $1.67,:

....,: \

The purposes for whtIch,test dataShould be ueed,weredescribel'as:

test should providea learning experience for the child tekin&t

the test,.the\teacher giving the test,,and the parents of the i

'child- It-Should alSO provide information usefuI-to,sChool admi'-

,istrators, schoolboards, and state and national educational )

agencies. The state-mandated testing PrograM was'examined in;

terms-of,-how well/ it'provided information_ which would,be, most;

valuable to these,groups. Students, teachere and parents get(yery

little helpful intonation from,the 'present testing-Program., iThe '

information "prOyided to '..the last,three:groupsInentioned,was more

useful, but wasteful in -time,and'mone: -Three,alternatives were :
suggeeted:' (1) criterion referenced tests,baeed on'the UCLA; ,

Instructional-Objectives Exchange (I0101 (2)?a-. form of,sampling

. ,Aising4thaTreient standardized state-mandated'tests; and (3)' a ;

combination o standardized normative based.tests and locally

._ constructed Criterion referehced-tests. .7;.
\

' 1

, /
36-. Tronsgard, David T., et'al. Statewide educationaleyaluation.

Denver: National Association of State Boards of Education, 1974.

.78 pages. ED 095 202. MF 0.133. ''HC_$4.67. Also aailable'from
the National Association of State Boards of Education, 2480 W.

26th Avenue, Suite 215-B, Denver,' Colorado 80211., $3.00,
i. '.

This book has been written for state oard of education meMbers
and other citizens interested in publ c education ft is, in

a sense, a primer in matters relating to learning, testing,.assess-

meat, and evaluation. Presented are s me philbsophical and

political considerations in statewide ducational evaluation. .

Learning is defined and the types and levels of learning are dis-

cussed. The remaining sections are devoted to: the meas14-ement

and evaluation of student learning; the problem of appropriate

educational criteria; some suggestions for reporting the outcomes

of evaluating st'iident learning; and some rules of thumb Which

state_s_chool board members might employ to assiSt them in the

evaluation of student learning resulting from curricula under

their purview. The appendixes contain a directory of key State

educational evaluation personnel and contracting agencies used

by state education departments for matters relating to assessment.
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, 37. Wise, Helen. Statement by Dr. Helen Wise, Pretident , NEA, to the

, sym osium, Statewide educational assessment: ;C'Oe'Xistence or /

confrontation. Paper presented at the -annualMeeting of the- ;
-Amelicark Educational Research Association, Chicago:; April 19,74.
30 pages. ED '092 576. NT $0.83: Ht $2.06.

Although emphatically not against ' the concept of educational
accouneability, the National Education Association .(NEA) feels
that a redirection is needed in the implementation-of such a
sYstem. *Because of error,' especially in testiBgvminority and
poor childteh, accountabilitY programs shouldier use test re-
-sults as the-major 'source of data but:should. rely On multiple
indexes'.' When testing 'is used, the NEA-emphasizes,the diagnostic
,capabilities, of tedts and warns' against compering students schools,

or teachers., The NEA beli eves that; teactlra: Should be:,given the -
/

freedom-,to exercise piofeasional, judgment' tO se't 'learning 1gOals
,

.

for individual students, to' assesa': the AchieVeMent of these/goals

and' to establish the ingtructional, procedutes for atteining the
desired, ,learning. To expand and reinforce 'these coMMents, two

NEA
,

papers are .included with this document: '"Criteria/for ,

h:

EvalhatiO'v8tate:EducationAccountability,Systems" and "TestimonY ,

_ .
., 1

Presente&byHtheNatiOnalEdudation ASSOciationtcLthe _Panel on/ ,
-

EvaluatiOn':oftheMiChigen-Aesessment 'Program.
"

-,
/-

, - /
/

38. Womer, Frank B. 12Eize1oRin large j_sa.?zeasse.s.a.__E_gnentro ra-

Denver: Colorado State Depattment_of Education, Cooperative
Accountability. Project; St. Mioneat-b- State Department
of Education, 3,97,3.2141 pages. _ED 084..641. MY $0.83. :HC

$7.35. Also available 'from Cooperative Accountability .Project,
Colorado DePartment of Education 1362. Lincoln Street, Denver,

Colorado 80203.

Education hastsbeCOli4' One of American's biggest industries'. As a

result, tthe Public :wants sOme evidence concerning :the quality of

the educational,proiram , This bPoklet was written to delipeate

the role Of .

assesSient as an 'imporiant'' aspect Of a comprehensive
accOuntabilitY System for the nation's elerilentery end seC.144eTy

, -
schools. Tt describes what asseasment is, prOvides An,OveiView
of, assessment, and tells how tp. plan 'and develop, tasks in an

assessment yrogram.+ Several state aSsessment .programs are
destiibed and a cheCklist .for evaluatingan ,aSsessment
is provided.-
/

also
program

Womer, Frank B., & Lehman, IrVin J 1973 Assessment Workshops,:

\ Final teport. Aughat .19734 ,59 Pages ...f" IED 107::710.. .

MC $3.50.

\ Three ,37day assessment workahops-Were held in.4Ou1der,JCblorado
\from June 19729;:for personnel in the:aesessMent :fieldTiroM *tate

departmenta. of education. Seventy=.Six' participants fLuva_35 states,

20
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Puerto Ricci, the Viirgin Land /and tne District of Columbia attended.

TwOofthe three worksho syconcentratied on National Assessment as
one model for.large-scai lassessmentS. Presentations were made by

, Niatonal staff me berg/. The hird orkshop was held between the other
, /

two. The,prograil) for/tfiS workshop/concentrated on seven different
,

state assessments:, a/short up-dating on National Assessment; and small
I

.

_group discussioniseSsions; /Presentations were made by state directors
of assessment, con/trac or, r, resentatives, nnd selected National

Assess -t- -' ,rr rva ua..ions kil. worksnops were qu.k.t..0 posillve.'

v In ail L,-..e woiKshops over 90 percent of the responses indicated
a desire to at end a follow-up, workshop in 1974. Most questions'

,
/

elicited very/fAvorablie/eactions. The major suggestions-for Improve-
ment/were for'mOre diicuSlsion time and better speakers. The things

liked best were/ the o Portunityfto interact with other aSsessment
persons and/to ear about other programs.

//

1

;±;
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Introduction

The Educational Resources Information Center,i bettet known as.ERIC, is 4

federally_sponsoted-System for kuviding ready acceas to the educational

literature that appears in journals, has limited dissemination, Or:-.is not

formally published.

Resources in.°EdUcation (RIE) is the monthly abstract journal of the ERIC

system. It consists of resumes of.education-related documents and.indexea

to these resumes. RIE.covers the btoad field'of education in all its asPects,'

announcing timelyreport literature and recently completed reseatCh results

to Make possible the early identlficationand acquisitiOn of docuMe-hts of

interest to the educational community. The Current Index to.Journals

Education(CIJE)-is the most complete guide-to major educationalperiodical

literature: Detailed'indexing for articles in approximately 700 education .

and edUcation-related journals is provided through CIR.

.This annOtated bibliography is based on a search Of dOcuments announced
,

...in ELIE and foiitnar-a-rticte--- iridexed-irr

a Statewide program of educational assessment or testing.

For each entry in the bibliography the following information is presented:

Ipersonal or corporate author, title, place of publication, publisher, date of

publication, numberzof.pages, ERIC document (ED) number, and price of the docu-

ment as available from the ERIC Document Reproduction Service (EDRS). The

notation MF stands for microfiche; HC, for paper copy. For each entry there

'is an abstract. Entries are listed alphabetically by state, and by type of

program and author within each state. Please note that journal articles

(those items with an.EJ number) are not available from EDRS. However,'most'

-2of these journals are readily available in libraries.

The subject index lists each major term.used to index a document or

,atticle. jik major term reflects the primary topic or_focus. The numbers in

'the 'subject index refer to the entry number.*

For your convenience, an order form for the ERIC Document Reproduction

:S-ervice (EDRS) iS included. However, ERIC microfiche Collections are available

at approximately 650 locations throughout the country. Most of 'these collections

znre'open to the public. If You are unable to locate A microfiche collection
,

in your area, you may write to ERIC/TM for a listing.



ALASKA

Moore, ViVian R., & Senungetak, Joseph E. Statewide comMunity narticina
tion in needs assessment. Paper presented at-_the annual:miatingof the
American Educational ReSearch Association, Chicago, April-1974. 15 Pages.
ED 093 .984, MF $0.83. $1,67.

The Alaska Educational Program for Intercultural Communication is devel-
ing a method of needs assessment_which is unique to the-state, possibly
to the nation. The staff,is comprised of highly creative and intercul-
turally sentient people, all uncredentialed-in evaluation. Their task
has been to develop structures which foster communication where it has not
previously occurred, between white school teachers and administrators,
and Native parents and board mglibers. As educational needs have been
identified, working relationships have been built so that constructive
action toward resolution of problems begins with the needs assessment.

CALIFORNIA--ASSESSMENT PROGRAK

California State Department of-Education. Student achievement in California
schools: 1974-75 annuaI-report. Sacramento: California State Department
of Eduaation, 1975. 72 pages. ED 124 592. MF $0.83.. HC $3.50.

During the 1974-75 school year, all second and third grade Pupils in
California were tested in reading achievement, and all pupils in grades
6 and 12 were tested in the basic skills of reading, written expression,
and mathematics. The Reading Test: Second and.Third Grades was the in-- ,

strument-used-ta assess reading-echIevemensti it ves-develop-e47s-pee4t-Sealty
for use in California. Reading achievement in the primary grades continued
to surpass pUblishers' norms by a small margin. Pupils in grade 6 were
administered a new test constructed as part of the revised California
Assessment Program: the survey of Basic Skills: Grade 6. Al/ areas
tested showed incrases, however scores were still slightly below natiOnal
averages. The Survey of Basic Skills: Grade 12 was-also used for the
first time. Scores continued on a downward trend and are not well below
publisher's norths. ,Since both sixth and twelfth grade tests lacked norms,
a special Study determined how students-would have.done on the tests pre-
viously used. - 'fest results aye described in terms of the average percentage
of questions answered correctly for,the areas of reading, written expres-,

-,sion, and mathematics and for separate skill areas within each area. Illus-
/trative test questions are given. Authorities reviewed-the results and
-commented on the meaning of the results for California instructional pro-
grams. Conclusions and recommendations are given for each grade level
and content area.

Law, Alexander I. Mator Changes in the California State Assessment Pro-
gram. Faper,presented at the annual.meeting of the American,Educational
Research Association, Chicago, April 1974. ,,8.pages: ED 003- 961. MF $0.83.
HC $1.67.

AcCording to a new, law, state testing in'California Should be directed
toward broad program evaluation rather than;:the diagnOatic assesament of



individual students whiCh should be the responsibility of each local
district. The data ftom the state testing program is used primarily.
for publie information,and to acilitate decision making at the state
lever.- Four basic typessof decisions are identified as needs assessment,
funding ,decisiona, funding exemplary prOgrams, and p.rogram evalUation.
The'new legislation allows California to deVelop its own tests that can
be made'more relevant to California's needs than commercially available
;tests.- Considerable effort, therefore, has-been devoted to the specifi-
cation of objectives that the test should assess. The steps inyoiVed in .

the Protest of test deVelopment are outlined.. School means are the lowest
level of,analyses and multiple regrettion analysis,was Chosen to calCulate
expected scores from socio-economic and other background information. A

,Jiumber of developmental research projects' will be conducted as the'progiam
it implemented.

4. Shepard, Lorrie. Development of the California Entry Level Test: Construct
validity of the subtests. 1974. - 18 pages. ED 110 520. MF $0.83. HC $1.67.

-This study examined the constrUct"-validity of the subtests in the California
Entty Level Test (ELT). The ELT .is administered to every first grade pupil
in California as pait of the California Assessment Program and is used as
a baseline measure of the prereading skills of beginning first graders.
The discriminant validity of the subtests was demonstzated by a fact analy-
sis of`item scores-from 3,010 pupils (a one per Cent random sample of all
first graders tested). A principal coMponents analysia, followed by [yeti-
max rotation, yielded a factor structure analogous to the test structure.
Items from each of the five subtests loaded only on their oWn factor except
for a few language development items which had secondafy loadings with
other factors. Multitrait-iiiiIIIMeffEd correlatitiff mAtrices werems-ed-ro
determine the agreement of ELT subtests with corresponding subtests in four
popular readiness tests. Findings were mixed-. Subtetts had convergent
validity with other measures of the same construct, but only the subtest
with the greatett variance had discriminant validiEk'consistently.

CALIFORNIATESTING PROGRAM

Califotnia'State DepartMentof Education, Office 6f Program:EValUation:.
California state Testing PrOgtam 1970471: ProfilesOfschooI-district
perforMance.-Sacramento:-, Califotnia State Departtent:Cf EduCation,...±
Office Of Program Eyaluation, 1972 596 Pages. 'tD 092 5741.1F 446:
HC $31,47

The factors (variables) examined in the California State Testing Program
were, divided into two groups--fer the analyses: (1) the 11 indicators of
school quality in terms of the/Ptoducts of the educational system, reierred
to as output factors_(e.g.,_pdpilacores on achievement tests); and (2).-
the 22 indicators of school quality in terms of the characteristics of
school districts, referred to as input factors (e.g., assessed valuation,-
class size; tax rates, and teachers' salaries). ,Complete descriptions of
these factots are given in Part I of this report. 'Part II of this _report
presents statewide testing data and ether factors for 1970-71 for each-



sChool district in California. This detailed inforMation makes it possible
to compare the data for one school district with those of all other districts
or with sets of districts having similar characteristics . tBased on the
analysis of various relationships, equations were developed which were
used to obtain predicted test scores for each school district. The degree
to whiCh the actual scores of ea-al disctrict exceeded or fell short of the
predicted scores is presented.

6. California State Department of Education, Office of Program Evaluation.
California State Testing Program 1570-71: Profiles of-school district
,performance. Technical supplement. Sacramento: Califoinia State Depart-

ment of Education, Office of Program Evaluation, 1973. 51 pages. ED 092

575. MF $0.83. HC $3.50.

Achievement test scores and measures of district-and pupil characterislics
were analyzed for all California school districts. Achievement test scores
were found to be highly correlated ambng each other. The best singe pre-
dictor of achievement scores was a measure of family poverty. Scholastic
aptitude scoras were not'used as'predictors.. Regression equations Wfilch

were developed to predict achievement scores-on the basis of district \,

characteristics ,accounted for about half of the Variance-in achievement
scores among districts.

California State Department_of Education, Office of Program -EValuation.
, California .Stata Testing program 1971-72 k..nd 1972-73: Profiles of school

district performance. Sacramento: California State Department of Educa-
tion, Office of Program Evaluation, 1974. 570 pages:(--ED 092 573. MF 09.
HC $30.13.

Presented are finaifigs froth- California's State Testing-Program-for'-197-1-72

and 1972-73. The factors (variables)'examined were divided into two groupv.7
output factors, indicators of school quality such 'as scores on achievement-I
tests; and input factors, f\actors describing the characteristics of school/

districts such as classsize, tax tate, etct Part I of the report provider
a narrative descriptioniof the factors examined and is followed by a statijs
tical summary of the data gathered. State averages against which school
districts may compare their scores are given. Test scOres for previous 1

years are also listed. Part II of this report provides a district profile
for each of the sChool districts in the State and includes all the factor
described in Part/I. Tentative indications of the quality of the educa-
tional program ih each school district may be gained by comparing data
from each distriCt with.data from other districts in the State.

Hoffman, Glenn,W. A county superintendent's view of the Califdrnim state

,Testing Program. Thrust for Education Leadership, 1972, 1 (6); 19-20.

EJ 064 146.

The purposes ofthis paper are to '(1)., consider the step, testing.prograin
from the cpunty point ofyiew, (2) relate .the testing-i5togram to other
state tequired-programs, and (3) make some suggestions for _the future.

A



9..Barlow.'\Bruce M.,EAJimiraos, Carmenjl. Colorado Adult Needs-AssesSment.
Final technical re0ori. Denver:-ColOrado State Board foe Community Colleges
and OcCUpational Education; Colorado State DepartMent of Education,--D*vi-

\siOn Of Adult Education, October-1975-. 312 pages. ED 120 243. MF $0.433.

HC $16.73.

Three different surveys were collected to gather data about adult occupa-
tional, educational, and related needs; agency services available to adults;
and.the businessman's requirements and perceptions about adult needs. The
thrust was to\garher data to help identify educational needs and attitudes
of adults; age\sixteen and older, not enrolled in a formal educational
program. Data \collection took place from August to October, 1974, for the
Citizen's survey and-from October to December, 1974, for Che Employer and
the Agencies mail-out surveys. Data was gathered across the thirteen
Planning and Management District Areas. The Citizen 1 s survey resulted in
5,317 usable personal interviews. Equal number of households were assigned
to each Planning and Management district with a balanced representationil--,

from .both rural and urban areas. The Employer's survey included employers
with as few as four employees as well as those employing 500 people or more.
The,return rate fbr this survey was 33 percent out of 1,500 employers in
the'agencies that-provide all types of services to adults,.i.e., health,
legal, and employment services; two and four year colleges; etc with a,
response rate of 39.6 percent out of 978 agencies identified. This full
'technical report describes the surveys in detail as well as methodology

// and results.
/=

10. BarloW, Bruce Timiraos, Carmen R. Colorado Adult Needs-ASsessment

summary report. Denver: Colorado State hoard lor Community Colleges and_
0.ccupational Education; Colorado Srate Department Of Educat-i-on7--DIVrs1on
of Adult EdUcation,August 1975.- ,30 pages. ED 120 244. MF

HC $2.06.

In summation of the three surveys which comprised the total Adult Needs
Assessment, four basic aeneralities describe the adult-learning situation
in Colorado. (1) The people recognize and appreciate adult-learning as
a necessary and desirable means toward iwroving their lives. Their view
toward education is serious.and mature. (2) The public agencies are
making an aggressive effort to serve their constituencies but are frustrated
by an inability to meet their own existing objectives. There-is-an-urgent
need for steadY fUnding to enable the attainment of those objectives and
to permit operational efficiencies through reduction of inter-agency
referral traffic. (3) The employer community recognized a need for adult
programs inItheir localities and while It is reluctant to provide monetary
support to fulfill those needs, it would consider providing ancillary sup-
port to the, right kind of programs. Employers in general recognize and
acknowledge the benefit to themselves accruing fr6m employee participation
in adult programs. (4) Opinions of past learning programs are positive
both in.terms 'of attitudes toward those experiences and in an expressed
desire for future participation. Adult Education PrOgrams have enabled
people to achieve diplomas and-continue to improve themselVes by Partici-

,

pating.in other more advanced programs. Clearly these, activities gmst be
continued.
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11, Colorado State Department of Education. The Colorado evaluation-projezt
(Common Status Measures). Progress report. Denver: Colorado State

-DepartMent of Education, June 1970, 45 pages. "ED 079 383. MF
HC

The_Colorado Evaluation Project was funded to field test the Common
Status Measures concurrently with Colorado's pilot program in assess-
ment and evaluation. The-primary purpose is to determine Colorado's
educational needs, and the secondary purpose is to test procedures for
assessment which can be replicated or adapted by loyal school districts
or other states. These activities have been completed: (1) developing
test items; (2) building test forms; (3) drawing a sample.of pupils;
(4)-hiring and training test proctors; (5) administering tests; and (6)
keypunching data. A description of these activities, resultant products,
and problems encountered is provided. Some 12,000 tests were administered
to a random sample of students in 31 districts across Colorado. The Com-
mon Status Measures were administered to 1,030 fourth- and eleventh-
graders in Colorado. Tests in six subject areas were given to determine
whether certain curricular objectives are being met.

12. Helper, John. Materials and rocedures for assessin
Colorado. Technical report. Denver: Colorado State Department ofeEduca-
tion, Division of Elementary and Secondary Education, April 1973. 40 pages.
ED 079 407. MF $0.83. HC $2.06.

-The Colorado Learner Needs Assessment (CLNA) is destribedwith operational
models for sampling, computer analysis and reporting. The rationale of
the program is discussed, followed by its specifications (scope, reporting
possibilities, precision and data format), development (meetings, letters,,
preliminary tryout-, sampling and analysis plans, field work plans, admini=

-st rat ion, _scoring and. a.rtalysis--and_mailing_r_osulta)_,_and uses.

N.
CONNECTICUT

13. Deal, Richard E., et al. Connecticut career guidance assessmenti 1974.
Philadelphia: Institute for the Study of Inquiring_Systems, December
1974. 376 pages. ED 106 450. MF $0.83 HC $20.75.-

The study reports the results of a survey of 2,292 13.year olds and 2,173
17 year olds, in Connecticut, using a criterion-referenced assessment in- ,

strument designed to test 15 content domains (job satisfaction; occupatfonal
levels, fields, and emphasis; occupational trends; occupational lev to%. and
education; leisure time; job specialization/satisfaction; self awanmaire;
life experiences and career choice; school subject-areas; abilities ;gm%
.interests; steps in career planning; satisfaction from work; training pro-
grams;,activities related to careers; and relationship among accupa±ional
level, academic ability, and interests). Detailed -tabulation and di-scussiOn-
of results ig presented in three sections: (\1) highlights, including -- -

discussiOn -of the implications of the results; (2) base line," incl.-old-in
comparisons between various groups within the!population and an examination
of the data for causes of high or low scores, with a view to the future-
use of these results as base-line data; and (3) content domain analysis,



presenting, comparing, and discussing the responses in each area. Append-
ed materials include: the Connecticut Guidance Objectives; definitions
-of terms used; the measurable objectives used in the development of the
criterion-referenced test items; the assessment instruments, together with
instructions and selected correspondenCe; and basic test response data. .

11

DELAWARE

14. Hendrick, Fannie A. Delaware EducatiOnal Assessment Program 1974-75.
Report of the spring 1975 testing program. Dover: Delaware State Depart-
m-,Int of Public Instruction, Division of ResearCh, Planning, and Evaluation
November 1975. 37 pages. ED 118 608. NE. $0.83. HC

A description of the 1974-75 Delaware Educational Assessment Program and
a summary of the data gathered and analyzed-as part of the program are
provided. The report is divided into two major sections: /the first
part provides a description of the program including purposes, data
collected, instrumentation, and reports prepared. The second part of
the report summarizes the data that were gathered and analyzed. State-
wide data on pupils are presented as are the results of some preliminary
analyses of the relationships found between student achievement and
selected school and community resources. -

15.... :Magoon, A. j,, et el. Criti lie of the Delaware:educational aseteSment'

.
AccountabilitY mOdel: Paper Treseni:ed:,-at the:annual meeting Of the ,

American EduCational.ReSearCh AssociatiOn, ChiCago,.April-1974. 9 pages..

ED 095,656. MF $0.83. HC

,

The Delaware Educational Assessment Program accountability model is
based on the performance assessment procedure initially described by
Dyer, which utilizes background information of students to estimate
educational outcomes. The difference 'between the estimate and the actdal

outcome is defined as a "need" in this application. This accountability
model, which has been applied in the state of Delaware, has seriOus short-
comings in its underlying assumptions and definitios.Survey data col-
lected from teachers (N=112) and lay persons (N=102) indicate that there
is,little-consensus about what the accountability-model should be\doing,
all:hough more than 9 out of 10 teacher respondents would not, i-rr-7practice,
endorse its Trescriptions for resource allocations. Several suggestionso
are offered 'for the models reconstruction and its interpretation \to teach-

ers.and lay-TerSons.

Wige, Wilmer_E.; et al. Summary:report: 1974 Delaware:Educational Assess-
2.1atli"ssaull, Dover: DelawareState Department of"Public Instruction,
January 1975. 16 pages.. ED 104 945. MF $0.83. 'HC $1.67.

This report contains a brief summary of the statewide findings of the
.1974 Delaware Educational Assessment Prograt. (DEAP).' knumber .of,reports

and-publications,- prepared by the DepartMent ot Public InatruCtion, provide
'detailed enalyaes of the data. .Tliell39dY of thia2report,gives a.zaho t descrip-

tion some dompariSonaofthe Performance:ofDelaware students

to the.performance of a national northing aample, en analysis Ofthose tasks'

1
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..or objectives that Delaware students have mastered and those on:WhiCh
-perforMance

-

was less that:satisfactory, and a very brief list of the_

implications,-of the data for Delaware,

-

.FLORIDA
-

17._ Beard, Jacob G. & Convey, John J. A state-wide assessment of student
L'opinions about their school. Paper presented at the annual meeting of

- the National Council on Measurement in Education, Chicago, April 1974.
18 pages. ED 090 267. NF $0.83. BC $1.67.

This paper describes the procedures-used ih, and the results of, a state-
wide assessment of eighth-grade pupils opinions toward their schools.
A Student Opinion and Attitude Poll was installed as a regular component
of the Florida State-Wide Eighth-Grade Testing Program. Results deal
with student attitudes and opinions about strictness and adequacy of
rules, participation in decision-making, amount of freedom they per-,
ceive, frequency and.seriousness of certain problems, feelings about
different teaching methods, and perceived adequacy of the instructiom,
on cuirent problems. In addition to providing information on how
Florida students view their_schools, the report shouldbe of\general
interest as an extensive implementation of affective maaaUrament ina
state testing program,. )

-

18. Colorado State Department of Education, Cooperative Accountability
Prcject. paeratilk ari_objective-referenced testing program: Flori

..appsoAch_t_olargezscileassessjlent. Denver: Colorado-State Department
of Education, Cooperative Accountability. Project, 1975. 57 pages. ED
120 213. MF. $0.83. MC $3.50. Also available as Report No. 28'from
SEAR, Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction, 126 Langdon St.;
Madison, Wis. 53702. Free.

The pros and cons of using behavioral objectives, the merits of norm-
erenc?.d versus objective-referenced tests, and the virtues of s-gm-

rEling ve:sus census testing are familiar topics in evaluation literature.
-17:zr less common is practical information on how to implement objective-
L.ferenced testing, particularly the large-scale testing required for__
g-zatewide testing programs. This monograph aims to partially fin the
===ticable gap and 'begin to provide practical guidance in. the area of
_hjertive-referenced testing. The chapters do not cover-dal aspects of
:testing since much information is available on standardizea testing.
Mnreover, whether a large-scale testing program uses amobiective- or a
:mane-referenced test, testing procedures automatically-become standardized
zzae tn the need for uniformity if comparable data is to_be obtained. The
'fr.:ajar topicsincluded here are accountability and product objectives, con-
tracting; training; administration problems, and analysis of results, The
text,describes procedures used in Flbrida and, to the degree possible, the
constraints and modifications-of these procedures., No effort has_been
made to translate Florida's activities,into a set of prescribed procedures,
although practical suggestions are offered throughout: The monograph'
focuses in depth on various aspects of the Florida Statewide Assessment

,

r
.re

f



Program. The 1974.775 Request for Proposals (RFT') in Appendix B desCribes
in detail the entire 1974-75 testing program, while a history provides a
ftame'Oi reference for Floridaiseddcational system and-,the constraints
within which the program operates.

19. Florida State Board of Regents. Plans beyond high school. A report of
a statewide surve of Florida hi h school seniors fall 1968, Talahassee:

Florida State Board of Regents, October 1969. 58 pages. ED 033 673.

MF $0.83. HC $3.50.

An 8-item survey instrument, Plans Beyond High School, was administered .

to over 80,000 high school seniors in 1968 as part of the Florida State-
wide Twelfth Grade Testing Program, a battery consisting of academic
ability and_ achievement tests iia English, social studies , natural sciences,

and mathematics. The survey instrument was primarily designed to collect
data about the intended post-high school plans of the seniors that would
be useful to higher education planners in Florida. This report presents

--_the objectives of the statewide survey, an iteM-by-item discussion of the
students' responses, and a comparison of the test performances of students
planning to attend colleges and universities in Florida- with-those of

students planning to attend out-of-state institutions. The findings revealed
that approximately 85% , of the seniors had aspirationS to attend college.
The number of seniors planning to attend state univerSities in Florida not
only exceeded the capacity of the state institutions to accept lentering
freshmen in. the following year but was almost two and One half times as
large as the number planning to attend out-of---state universities. About
357 of the seniarrs planning to study at out-of-state un±icrsities and 23%
of those planning to study in Florida ranked in- the high=t quintile on
the test battery. Follo - up research is needed to iden.----t-r7-y" the character-

istics of students who .a high school seniorS plan to .i.....L-id college ;hut
abandon thP-i'r plans after graduation.

GEORGIA--ASSESS=T PROGRAM

20. Georgia State Npartment of Education, Office of T.:_ist= Sc.rvices.

Needs Assebe....-._ Package. Atlanta: Genrgia State 'Depet=snat of .Edur-A-tion,

Office of Ins-r=ctional Services, 1974. 65 pages. =I7M7 695. MF

Hard copy not...available from EDRS.

Georgia's Neees -Assessment Package, which has mzny samplerms, includes
a procedure: .1-;:idd.ch helps to identify short-rangmnd longe educational.
needs. Thi.-,..44ocedure utilizes commurc.Ltir partipation-wr 7ch_ broadens the

decision-mang base and serves to letirnatizeLactual °decisions. It uti
lizes the o-....mions of professionil educators, cegardle.es-nf their role and

also utiliz es:. student opinions. -Data-gatherinw and stc=hig activities are
Organized i=o a.direct relationship with the learning notocess, providing
an accountal-lity record. '

GEORGIA--TESTING

21.- Hutcheson, Larry D., & Schabacke WI` am H . ks
guide for G-rgia statewide test Scores, Atla=tz-`Gimortgia State Depart
ment of Edizcation, DivisiOni of 'Program and StarFf Dev,elopmer-f-.. Octcber

1975 . 113 pages. ED 117 183 : . MF $0.83. .HC
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/
Benchmarks is intended as an aid to the proper use of Georgia Statewide
Testing Program scores. It provides information about the program and the
tests; reading and understanding the various reports, understanding what
the scores mean; and applying test results foe-thej, improvement, of learning
opportunities for Georgia children and youth. It/is organized into nine
sections, each providing ansWers to these questions: (1) What are the
objectives of the Georgia Statewise Testing Program?; (2) Who is tested?
What tests are used? What do the tests test?; (3) What scores are reported?

,

,i

What do the scores mean? What are some uses of the scores? What are
some limitations of the scores?; (4) -What report's are provided for-use
at various levels? What do the reports look like? How may the reports
be read and unaerstood?; (5) How may the test results be assessed and in-
terpreted?;- (6) What may be done to improve st/Udentst learning?; (7) How
may scores be released to the general public?;/ (8) How may a local inser-
vice program he ccantincted?; and (9) How may students be prepared for
testing? Test scores .seern often to be misus id or not used at all. Per-
haps, thislis due either to miSunderstanding,/of testing terminology or
to a lack of knowledge of what the socres mean. In this guide special
attention has been paid to communicating in, a simple, straight-forward
manner by usirrg words common to =5st-educators and by making liberal use,
of samples, examples 'and illustrations. /

,

/
22. Hutcheson, Larry D., & Schabacker, William H. Utilization' guide for

Georgia statewide Testing program. test sCares. 1974. 84 pages. ED 109
166. MF $0.83. HC $4.61.

//
t,

,

Each year all _Georgia children and youth in the fourth, eighth and elev-
i

enth grades are tested; the To-Wa,Tests//of _Basic Skills are used in the
fourth and eighth grades, the Tests of/ Academic Progress in the eleventh
grade. Test scores which provide a wealth of information, may be used
as a tool for the teacher, principal,/ curriculum !specialist or other school
staff to diagnose areas where improvement stay beineeded. Foll .'-,owing thibe/needed.

prescriptirms.,for_improvement may be
1

developed and aprlied.
This guide is intended as an aid tO the proper use of Georgia Stateri
Testing Program scores. It provides information about the pragram- and
the tests ; reading and undFr-s tanding the varioUs _reports ; undmrstancliti,

what the scores mean; and applying test results for the improvement of
learning opporturies for Geargla children,. and youth. Test ,--corres seem

often to be misused or nor used, at all. Perhaps, thiS is due,either to
misunderstanding of testing terminology or to,/ a lack of knowledge of what
the scores ean. In this guide special attention has heen paid to com-
municating 3 a simple, straight-forward .manner by using words 'common to
most educatc arra by making liberal use of ,samples, examples and illustra-
tions.

23. , Hawaii State Depa -meat of Education, Office of ,Instructiotml17-zervices.
Summary report of statewide testing program 1971-1972. EvP-IirPtion

port no. 81. Honolulu: Hawaii State Department of Educa,-.4,-nn, Office

of Instructiorp-1 Services, 1972. -60 pages. ED 081 839. lE....$0.83.

$3.50.
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Hawaii's testing program for 1971-72 is describedand_test results are
provided.; Following an introduction and a glossary of technical termi-
nology, narrative isummaries-of all the tests administered are provided.
These tests are: JCalifornia Test of Mental Maturity; California AchieVe-
ment Test--Readini; SCAT; STEP--Reading, Mathematics;"Writing, Science,
Social Studies, and Listening; and Differential Aptitude-Test. -In each

narrative, the following information is given: puri3ose of the test, popu-
lation taking the test, date of the test administration, and a summary of
results. Appendices provide specific results for each test and state and
national norms.

ILLINOIS

24. Illinois University, Center for InstrucEional Research-and-Currinulum
Evaluation. 1973-74 Illinois tatewide A titude Hi h School Testin
program statewide norms: Academic aptitude-social studies-science-
En lish-mathematics-functional re orts. Urbana: Illinois Univ.,
Center for Instructional Research and Curriculum Evaluation, 1973.
5 pages. ED 079 424. NIF $0.83. HC $1.67.

The battery uf the Illinois Statewide High,S'Chool Testing Program is
designed to provide measures fundamental to testing at the junior level.
Tests will yield nine scores: verbal reasoning, grammar, usage, English'
total, natural sCience, social-studies, problem solving, mathematical
reasoning, and mathematics,total. Testing will be administered in the
students' respective schools by their own teachers within a period of
190 to 210 minutes. Results will be sent to the students.

IOWA

25. aorrison, Ma. Iowa assessment report in mathematics, 1975-76 school
-year De aines.___Iowa_State_Department of Public Instruction, Divi-
sion of Kai-ming, Research, and Evaluation, 1976. 16 pages. ED 125 894.

MF $0.83. "zard Copy available from the State of Iowa, DepartMent of
Rurlic Inatruction, Grimes State Office Building, Des Moines, Iowa 50319.

Free while supply lasts.

,The Iowa Assessment Program used criterion-referenced tests developed
for use with students in grades 5 and 8. Participation by local school

kdistrit':,- was on a voluntary basis. Lists of minimal bbjectives were
develone after reviewing textbooks and objectives identified by the
Nataons, Assessment of Educational. Progress. These"objectives were'
reviewed by mathematics teachers, 'and from -them 58 were selected for
the begirrting fifth-grade level and 621for the beginning eighth-grade
level. Ibmx items 'dere written for eaCh objective. Ihis'document presents
the lists b± objectives and percent of students -tested who displayed mastery-
of each Objective.



KENTUCKY

Jnetucky State Department_of EdUcation. Kentucky Educational NeedS-
, .

4SadaSthentEtudy Phase I. I. Final Report; II.!State and regional profiles..
' 'Frankfort: Kentucky,State Depart:he:it-of Education, August1970. 190:pages.-

:ED:111 854.. MF HC $10.03.

The Kentucky state plan for the collection-of data concerning the cognitive,
affective_and psychomotor needs of school-children is discussed. The plan
entails: (1) identification of the-needs of learners to be served, (2)
determination of the criticality of the learner needp,that are identified
by applying judgmental values, (3) establishment of performance goals for-
the alleviation of critical needs and development of programs to meet
these critical needs, and (4) application of measures of accountability
based-upon performance goals, to,the progress of such programs In this

Theontextthe Needs Assessment Study is but the first step toward compre-
hensive p anni . This report synthesizes and displays the.findings of
a year spent in set tng-the stage, creating.an-awareness of the need for
the effort, establishing an appropri,ate organiiTtabia-al frzmework, and
ih;.-1menting a state-wide study of learner needs. /

27. Kentucky State Department of Education, Division of' Evaluation. Kentucky
Educational Assessment Program 1974: Grade 4. F=ankfott: Kentucky State
Department of Education, Division of Evaluation,1974. 194 pages. ED'

111 855. MF $0.83. HC $10.03.

The Kentucky Educational Assessment Program is an .angoing effort to gather
information regarding progress toward attainment of the-educational goals
for Kentucky citizens. Major emphasis is on .the determination,df the actual
_level of pupil performance in relation to desired performance. In the
fourth grade, relevant information was gathered in three goal areas: (1)

General Education, (2) Human Relationships, and (3) Physical and Mental
Vell Being. Recognizing that information attained-through a statewide
assessment program should be utilized for decision-making to improve
educatibffaa-programs-;-nbjectiveS, and goals, this assessment procedure
was-developed to be valid at three levels: local district, Educational
Development District (EDD), and statewide. Regional and statewide assess-
ment data are reported.

Kentucky State Department of Education, Division of Evaluation. Kentucky
Educational Assessment Pro ram 1974: Grade 8. Frankfort: Kentucky State
Department of Education, Division of Evaluation, 1974. 210 pages. ED

111 856. MF $0.83. HC $11.37.

The Kentucky Education Assessment Program is an ongoing effort to.gather
information regarding progress toward attainment af the educational goals
for KenLicy citizens. -Major emphasis is on the desired performance. In

the' eighth grade relevant information was gathered in five goal areas:
General Education, Human Relationships, Citizenshap, Physical and Mental
well-Being, and Occupattonal Competence. Recognizing that information
attained through a statewide assessment program should be utilized.for
decision-making to improve-educational programs, ahjectives, and goals,



this assessmentprocednre was developed, to be valid at_.three local
district, EduOational,Development_District (EDD), and statewide. Regional
aind atatewide assessment data are reported.

29. Kentucky State Department of Education, Division of Evaluation. Kentucky
Educational Assessment Program 1974: Grade 11. Frankfort: Kentucky State
Department of Education, Division of Evaluation, 1974. 203 pages. ED 111
857. MF $0.83. HC $11.37.

The Kentucky. Educational Assessment Program is an ongoing effort to gather
information regarding progress toward attainment of the educational goals
for Kentucky citizens. Major emphasis is on the determination of the actual
level of pupil performance in relation to desired performance. In the
eleventh grade, relevant information was gathered in four goal areas: (1)
General Education, .(2) Human Relationships; (3) Citizenship, and (4) Physi-
cal and Mental Well Being. Recognizing that information attained through
a statewide assessment program' should be utilized for decision-making to

. improve educational programs, objectives, and goals, this assessment pro-
cedure was developed to be valid at three leveli: local district, Educar
tional Development District (EDD), and statewide. Regional and statewide
assessment-data are reported.

. /I. ..

Van Fleet,-,Donald Kentucky Educational Assessment PrOgraM..,-Three year,
, .

30. , ,

aummary. Paper:PreSented-at:the annual:meetingof the AMerican EdUcational
.. ,

0 -
. . . .

ReSearCh Astociation, Chicago,Apri11974. 25,pages Err093 91.7. :.- MP

$0.83.-- BC: $l...7..

The process of assessing learner teels in Kentucky developed within a \

planned framework of tasks to be accomplished sequentially in a time frame
directed toward an ultimate goal of comprehensive planning. One hundred'
apecific needs categorized under 1 priority general needs of the state's ,4

P'.

learn thets were identified rough survey resulting in C-le development of
learner performance objectives for grades 4, 7, and 1-1-. Behavioral expec-
tations are listed for each grade. :Tests were then selected for assessing
learner:needs in mathematics, reading, and phYei,cel education. The assess-
ment program was systematically broadened to include more districts.in the
sample and will eventually assess progress toward the achievement of all
the goals of education concerning the cognitive, affective, and Psychomotor
needs of Kentucky School children,which have been specified, published,
and distributed statewide. Need areas are appearing after the fourth
grade in certain reading and attitude areas.

31. Louisiana,State Department of Education, Division-of Instructional Services.
Louisiana 'career education objectives. What should they be? Bulletin no.
1409. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State Department of Education, Division of
Instructional\Services, September 1974. 52 pages. ED 120 583. 2AF $0.83.
HC $3.50.

\

While the Louisiana State Department of Education does not mandate the total'
scope of career education programs offered at the local levels, it is essential,



-13-

that a common core of ideas be promotedkin order to assess the stitewide
progress of the programs. The bulletin presents goals and objectives for
career and occupational development for ages 9, 13, and 17_based on the

national asseasment program for these three age levels. Career and dc-
cupational development objectives do not belofig to a.specific discipline
,,but include preparation for making career decisions, improving career and
occupaional capabilities, possessing skills generally useful in the wOrld

,

\
of work, practicing effective work habits, and having positive work atti=
tudes. 'Specific vocational skills have been purposely omitted from these

objectiveS. Each objective for career. and occupational development is
listed inletail for each age-level, with check points-on student achieve-
ment at three critical periods in school careers .age 9, repre

1

enting
students at'or near the end of primary school training; age 13 represeating

:

students at or near the end of elementary school training; and age 17,,
representing students who will soon be finishing high school t aining.'

MARYLAND

32, AutOmatiOnIndustries,..Inc.:, Vitro LahsDivision Edutational needs .

.:,essessment.study for.Mer ueStiofinaita with ei ht versi.ns of the
deMo re hit variables s.ctiOn.' ,:AUtomatio. Industries,

7Inc,Vitre::Labs'DivisiOn,'.:October 197319:PageS-.: '.11) 086 744,, Not
available separately; included in ED 086 720, entry 33:

The self-administered questionnaire is designed for the collection of

information on public perceptions of the importance of the educational
goals established by the Maryland State Department of Education,l(MSDE). ,

"Also included in the queStionnaire are items.on the-perceived extent
of goal attainment, school processes, issues, and the most urgent needs
of public education.. ,There.are 149 core items which are answered by all.
respondent groups--students, school staff, control staff, parents,
hoaras of education, the general public, business nand industry, elected
and appointed officials, MSDE staff, and postsecondary educators. Edu-
cators are asked an additional 42 questions on educational program needs.
,Specific-demographic data is collected separately for various respondent
groups resulting in eight versions of the questionnaire. See ED 086 720
(item 33) for related' document.

33. Hershkowitz, Martin. A study to validate goals fair public education and
to assess educational needs in the state of Maryland. 'Silver Spring, Md.:
Automation Industries, Inc., Vitro Labs Division, October 1972. 207 pages.

ED 086 720., MF $0.83. HC $11.37.

The purpose of this study vas to provide input for educators through a
systematic review of the goals established by the 'Maryland State Depart-
ment of Education; by the determination of goal-gaps and the determination,
of critical needs;'and by an optimuM allocation-of available resources.
An additional ibenefit of this study\lwas the collection of data at the
school distric\t level which provided local decision-makers with needs
assessment 'input, for program planning. The study was conductect in two

stages: (1) an extensive self-administered-questionnaire; and (2) a review
of the standardized achievement-testing program in each of Maryland's lotal

a
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education agencies in order to derive a statewide achievement score for the
average student. Over 11,000 respondents from ten groups--students, school
staff, central staffs parents, boards of education, general public, business/
industry, elected and appointed officials, state department staff, and
postsecondaiy educators--were involved in the study. The respondent groups
were asked questions on goals, processes, and issuea, while educators were
asked additional questions on educational program needs. ,See ED 086 744
(item 32) for the questionnaire used in the study.

Maryland State Department of Education, & Westat Research, Inc. lia_al_.and

.P_c_c2tantab.li_t_y_arn_reportscl.e. 1973-1974. Baltimore: Maryland
State Department of Education; Rockville, Md.: Westat Research, Inc.,
January 1975. 597 pages. ED 118 637. MF $1.16. Hard copy not available
from EDRS.

Thiq initial-report required by the.Maryland'EdudationarAccountability
-Act,i)rOvides .descriptive informatiofitP3public officials and ,the general

. , . .

pdfili,c about:Maryland public. schools. ' 'In the repOrt," the,reader will find
information'about: the-hature-of the educatiOnal accountability effort thus

.far the objectives of-the.,Maryland -State Department of. Education; the
instructional goals.and obj ctives in reading, writing, and mathematics

/I)that haVe been.2,agreed upon t, the state level;'the 'goals and ofijectives
in the same arens establ shed for each school system; demographic data
for the state,,. local echool systems and schools; AssessmOt data on
ability.and achievement summarized at the state-and school system levels;
and assessment data'on ability and achievement for each Maryland publit
school with grades 3, 5, 7, and 9. Iowa Tests of Basic Skills were used
to assess ability. Results showed, in general, Maryland's average perform-
ance in the ability areas showed a progressive increase through the grades.

Maryland State Department of Education, & Westat Research, Inc. Marylgli
Accountabilitx_Program reportYear 2, school yearq1974-1975. Baltimore:
Maryland State Department of Education; Rockv,ille,*Md.: Westat, Research,
Inc January 1976. 552 Pages.:_ED 118 838.';MF $1.00. Hard cOpy not

'tlable from EDRS = 1

,

This repot provides descriptiiie information for public officials,and the
general public about MarYland's'public schools. It is the' second'ereport
required by the,Maryland Educational AccountabilitY'Act. This second
repOrt contains information about: the impleientaflon-,of the Maryland
Accountability Program on the state and local school,system

, present achievement and,future plans; demographic data for the state, local
school systems, arid schoole; assessment data on ability and achievement
au7imarized at the state and school system levels; and assessment data on
ability and achievement for each Maryland public school with Grades'3, 5,

7, and 9. Iowa Tests of Basic Skille...were used to Assess achievement, and
Cognitivd Ability Tests were used to assess ability. Resulee showedithat
Maryland's ayerage performance on most of the achievement areas was slightly
below the national average; however, Maryland's average performance in the
ability area showed a progressive increase through the grades.



-36. Maryland State Department- of Education, & Westat Research, Inc. Summary
'highlights: Maryland Accountability Program, school year 1973-01974.
Baltimore: Maryland State Department of Education; Rockville, Md.: Westat
Research, Inc., January 1975. 185 pages ED 118 635., MF.$0.83. Hp $10.03.

This initial step in establishing a program of educational accountability
provides descriptive information to pulic officials and the general public
about Maryland public schools'. The report presents- the ove all account-
ability effort of golY formulation and educational assessme t on the State
local school system, and individual school levels. In this summary, ,the

reader will find descriptive information about: the nature pf the ed..tca-
tional accountability effort thus far; the instructional goa s and objeC-
tives in reading, writing, and mathematics that haVe been ag eed upon at
the state level; demographic data for the State and local sc ool systems;
and assessment data on'ability and achievement summarized at the state and
local school system levels. Iowa Tests of Basic Skills were.used to assess
achievement, and Cognitive Ability Tests were used to assess ability.
Results showed Maryland's average performance in most of the achievement
skill areas was slightly below the national average; however,. Maryland's
average performance .in the ability, area showed a progressive increase
through the grades.

37. Research Triangle Institute, Center for Educational Research and Evaluation.
Maryland handbook on the abcountability assessment program. Durham, N.C.:
Research Triangle InstitUte, Center for Educational Research and Evaluation,
January 1974. 69 pages. ED 109 182. MF $0.83. HC $3.50.

Article 77, Section 28a, of the'Annotated Code of the Laws of Maryland,
commonly called the Maryland Educational Accountability Program (MAP),
was pdseed in-1972 by the Maryland General Assembly. This act should insure
when properly implementedi-that educational programs: (1) lead to the
attainment of established educatioP'al objectives, (2) provide information
for accurate'analysis pf cbst of instructional programs, and (3) provide
information for the analysis of the differential effectiveness of instruc-
tional programs. Compliance with the MAAP includes the establishment of
goals and objectives in, 'but not limited to, reading, writing, and mathe-
matics at all levels--state, school system, and individual school. The
act requires_a_school by school survey of the current etatus of'student
achievement in relationship to established objectives,_the development
of programs by each school for meeting its own needs; and the establish,-
ment of evaluation procedures for determining the effectiveness of these
programs. MAAP stipulates that a yearly report be submitted by the
state.superintendent of schools to the fovernor and state legislature.
This handbook was developed to help ansure that'MAAP responsbilities at
all levels are understood clearly and carried out effectively;

38;'' Reeaarch Triangle.Institute, Center for
Maryland handbookOn the.accountability
1974j. Durham, N.C.1. Research Triangle
Repeatch and EValuation, December 1974
HC$3.50;

Educational Research an,d'Eyaluatien.
aseeesment program (revised:DedeMber
Institute, Centerfor Educational
57))ages. ED 118 636. M1.4, $0.;83



This handbook is developed as a part of Maryland's accountability program
and is intended to assure the required uniformity in test administraton
procedures, security of test materials, and other matters with the aim of-
establishing an accountability assessment system which is fair to students,
staff,_schools, and school systems. Special attention is given to such
concerns as preparationfor testing, conditions for test identification,
potential pitfalls, ind responsibilities of various staff members. This
handbook'replaces the 1974 edition.

/

MASSACHUSETTS - -ASSESSMENT PROGRAM

39. Massachusetts State Department of Education. liassachusettsaRal.isation
of national assessment items in citizenship and science. Boston: Massa-
chusetts State Department of Education, February 1972. 6 pages. ED 075

490. MF $0.83. HC $1.67.

The 1972,assessment activities in the Massachusetts schools concentrated
on the areas of citizenship and science, utilizing two seventh grade
samples of 10,000 students each, with each group completing only one
assessment form. The testing program utilized National Assessment Items
for age 13, as well as a few items from the Measurement Research Center
to replace items not released by National Assessment for the objective
being measured. The following-procedures,were carried out; (1) two

four-page pamplets, one for Citizenship and one for Science, Taere prepared
listing the objectives used by National Assessment in tneee curriculum areas;
(2) a rating scale to indicate priority of Objectives.was prepared and sent
-to each of the 57 schools used in the sample-population; rating categories
applied by each school to eaCh objectiVe were:'(2) objective with highest
priority; (b) objective of importance requiring extensive' evaluation; (c)
objective important, but not requiring sxtensive evaluation; (d) objective
not oE importance; omissioll will have no effect; and (e) objective not
applicable to this school system. Objective results of the.: assessment

were hot available for inclusion. Attachment A to the report provides
samples of the Citizenship and Science Objectives, and Attachment B. is
a summary of the ratings of all Science Objectives and identifies the
number of items to be used in measuring each objective.

'Maslachusetts State Department of Education. Massachusetts Youith,Grade
.Boston: Massachusetts State'Department of Education,

--April 1971. 4 pages. ED 075 4.89. MF.$0:83. HC $1-67-

The testing of everyjourth-grade classroom in 1Massachusetts.waS Carried
,out,in an effort to answer ,the following questions: '.(1) What'are the
levels of:Mastery,of basic.skills. in Massachusett6 fourth grades? Are
there differences in achievement between'skillsr;.(2),What educational
needs can be inferred":for MassachuSetts'"stUdentsi',basedpn basic skills
.testing?; (3), Do testing data.reveal the influence of Federal programs?;
(4 Does, the'product of education vary'aCcording to availableresources--
financial Outlay, professional support,:materialS?1,and (5). Are there
regional variations in abilities and achieVement? Aptitude and'achievement
data were obtained for 324-schOo1 systeMs, 1488 schpols, and 85,382.fourth-
grade children. The test instruments used merS.the Comprehensive'Tests
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of:..Basic Skills,and the Short Form Test of Academic Ap itude published by'

CTB/McGraw,-Hill. Three different repOrts of the:tes data Fere Suivlied;

:to ail schOol systems. :The test data showed.that t state as,a w Ole

,eXCeeded the:natiOnal norm's; the mean "Obtained" s OreS, were Sign.fltantly,
higher:than the "anticipated" scores in ail area measUredby:the Jtests Of

basic skills.:, Highest'seoreswerein reading c mprehension and tliip Idwest

in arithmetie '"From the teSt results, it',4as oncluded that.MassaChUsetts

fourtiv.graders:are slightly higher thadithe ational norms in allrateaS

MeasUreth COrrelationsHbepween the subtest total meanstOres .1))i /sChool

are'statistiCally signifiiant and very SthoOls that 14d 1,74110

one2subtest generally did well:On,all su tests', .A.. sUrVey,of school: Su-.

perintendents showed 1 'at 98X-used the2test':data.':
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Donovan, David L. et a. Individual student and classroom _reports :
1

Explanatory materials, 1973-74:
/
Michi a Educational Assessment

gram second report. Lansing:/ Michigan tate Department of EduCation,
/

Research, Evaluation, and 4ssessment Serrices, 1973. 31 pages. ED 120

217. MF $0.83. HC $2.06,
/
----

For the first time, the,Michigan EducatiOnal Assessment Program emphasizes

providing classroom teachers witiLextensive information.about the performance

of stUdents-on selected performance objeCtives that,are testedlin the pro-

gram. This guide was prepared to help educators- int"-erpret.thelinformation

provided for individual students and forclassroom groups. Th s booklet

tcontains four seCtions. The first section destribes the tests used in the

1973-74 educational assessment program. The second section de tribes and
illustrates the various report forms that, are used to present 'ndiviaual

student and/classroomaata. The third section contains aids ip interpreting
the information containea in the reports. The final section Contains

cautions,that should be exercised in the interpretation of indlividual

student'and classroom reports.. 'The selected performance objecitives.measured

by the objective-referenced 'mathematics and reading tests aee given in
,

Appen 'odix A f this report.
, ,

,

ro-

42. Donovan, David, et al Objectives and procedures: The first re

the 1972-73 Michigan Educational-Assessment program. Lansing: Michigan

State Department of Education, Oceober 1972. 36 pages. ED 073 139. MF

$0.3. HC $2.06.

1 ,

The objectiVesof the, Michigan-Educational Assessment PrograM..for1.97273 '

1 ,

arei (1) to provide-state Officials '6.rld citiZens_:with information which

contributes to an understandingok the educational needs Of thel' states

\
school:children and to the' analysis of the cdUcationalHSyStetes. response

to these needs; (2) to proVide eitizens..and educators with inforMation:

regarding thepublic school districts: andschools:the'childrens needs
and the district's resPonses tb these needs;:(3)"tO provide SchOoI districts:

with basic informationregarding students.to help Students, parentS,, andf.-

educators assess their progress; and (4):.to proVide citizens with infOr-

matiOn regarding the piOgre8s of the Michigan educational ssteM\as a whble



and the progress of its school districts and schools over a period of years.
The methodology to be used in accomplishing these objectives is an educa-
tional management system, known as the accountability model, which has six
basic components: (1) identification of common goals, (2) establishment
of performance objectives, (3) assessment of needs, (4) analysis of delivery
systems, (5) evaluation, and (6) recommendatiOn for improvement. Procedural

issues concern: who *ill conduct the prograM, who will be included in the
program, which fourth and seventh graders will be given the assessment battery,
how long it will take to administer the battery (word relationships, reading, -
mechanics of written English, mathematics, and composite achievement),
steps being taken to assure some degree of standa:rdization in administration,
who will administer the battery, when it will be administered, etc._

43. Donovan, David L., et al. School and district re orts Ex lanatorm

ma erials. The third re ort of the 1973-74 Michi an Educational Assess-
ment Program. Lansing: Michigan State Department"of Education, Research,
Eluation, and Assessment Services, October 1973. 38 pages. ED 1-20 216. 1

MF $0.83. HC $2.06.
h.

This explanatory rePort was prepared to assisteducators in the interpr4a-
-

tion of the local and school district summary repOrts provided by the 1973-
74 Michigan Educational ASsessment Program. inforMation concerning the
interpretation of student and classroom reports WAS provided in a separate
report. The first section of this report describes the-educational assess-
ment measures used in the 1973-74 program. 'The second contains aids for
interpreting the inforution contained in the reports and includes facsimiles
of the forms used to re ort assessment results to local school districts.
The final section contai s cautions that, should be exercised in the inter-
pretation of the school d school district reports. Appendix A contains
a listing-of the matherntis and reading performance objectives for grades

fo'uriand seven assessed e 1973-74 iiirogram;1 Appendix B contains the

norm tables necessary for intetOreting the human and financial resource

informatio at the school' and distrct levels; Appendix C Contains the

definiti f the educational asseSsment measures.

44. Educational Testing Service. Technical report: The fifth report of the

1971-72 Michi an Educational Assessment "ro rem. Princeton, N.J.: ETS1,

November 1972. 68 pages. ED 104 966. ,$0.83. HC$3.50.

The 1971-72 Michigan Educational Assessment PrOgcam (MEAP) provided infor-
mation on 22 measures of students and scools.- While some of the data were
gathered in routine Michigan Department of Education reports, mean socio-

,

economic status (SES) for each school and,student performance data were
gathergd-in a special endeavor during January 1972. .The SES was estimated
from.information gathered in-a questionnaire prepared by.school principals.
'Students receiving regular classroom 'instruction in grades 4 and 7 were
tested using a basic skills.battery thereby providing student performance
dasta. The battery consisted of four tests: Word Relationships; Reading,
Mechanics of Written English, and Mathematics. For each of the four tests
at each grade level, the raw score distribution was transformed into a

standard score distribution with a mean of 50 and-a standard deviation of

10. A majority.of the achievement tests were somewhat difficult for students
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appears to be well rePresented. The tests possess acceptable to excellent

4ry,
at both grade levels. However, the range of difficulty among items

ability to discriminate between good and poor students.

45. Educational Testing Service. .Technioal're ort: The fifth re)ort of the
1972-73 Michigan Educational Assessment Program. Princeton, N.J.: ETSi
March 1974.- 82 pages.- ED 104 967. MF $0.83. HC $4.67.

The 1972-73 Michigan Educational Assessment Program (MEAP) provided in-.,
formation on 22 measuresl*Istudents and schools. While Same of-,the -data

were gathered in routine Michigan Department of Education reports,..-student_
performance data were gathered using the Michigan Assessment of Basic Skills
battery, Form VMT during January 1973. The battery consisted of four tests:
Word Relationships, Reading, Mechanics of Written English, and Mathematics.
For each of the four tests at each grade level; the Law score distribution
was transformedinto anequated standard score corresponding to 1969-70
assessment tests. While some of the reliability estimates of the brief
subtests are not-high enough for the as'gessment of individual students,
the estimates for the faur tests and the composite scores are sufficiently
high for lhat purpose. -.None of the tests was unduly speeded. A majorit-
ofthe fourth grade achievement tests were somewhat difficult for StudentiSr
at grade 4 and a majority of the,seventh grade tests were of somewhat lass
than average difficulty for seventh graders. The tests contain items that
possess acceptable to excellent ability to discriminate between high- and
low-scoring students.

46. Fisher, Thomas H., et al. Objectives and procedures: The first report
of the 1973-74 Michigan SduCational Assessment program. Lansing: Michigan
State'Department of Education, Research, Evaluation, and ASSeSsment Services,
August: 1973. 41 pages. ED 120 219 my $0.83. rc $2.06.

This first report in.the Michigan Educational Assessment Program (MEAP),
1973-74 series presents the objectives of the program and indiCates in
detail some specific procedural questions relevant to this year's assess
ment, A revolutionary change in this year's program is the switch from
normative tests, to objective-referenced tests in reading and mathematics.
The present tests measure 23 perforMance objectives 'in reading and 35
performance objectives in mathematics at the fourth grade level, The
seventh grade tests measure 23 reading and 45 mathematics objective's.
Appendix A contains a list of the objectives which are measured by the
tests. _Procedural questions, primarily relating to program changes, deal
with topics such as measures used in the,program, word relationships tests,
how tests will be administered and shipped, what students are to be
tested, which results will be reported, the status of the student attitude
test, and So forth. A list of selected program publications is appended.

I

47. Fisher;/Thomas H., et al. School'and d.istrtgf L_Enorts: Explanatory materi-

als. The third report of the 1974-75 Michi an Educational Assessment pro- .

gram. Lansing: Michigan State Department ofEducation, Research, Evaluation,
and Assessment Services, October 1974. 41 pages. ED 120 225. MF $0.83.
HC $2.06.



Tnis:-.explanatoty report. was prepared to aSsist eduCators in the: 1.11/''''.7
,

pretatiOn of the,local:AiStriCt.and school SuMmarY'reports-Prolqra
1974-75 Michigan tduCational Assessment:Program.. InfOrmation/cinterhifiA
the interpretation Of stUdentand:OleasrOOM reports Was PrOv,tded h' " 111,11
separ466. report.. The first section of this report describes th ca"'7'1

,assesSment measureS used:, inthe:j9747.75 PrograM. The se'cond section
:tains, aids,rfor interpretingthe Information containec. in tipciv"
:i,n6ludesfaCimilies of the,forms.n.sed to reportTassetament resuLt,o

coia

schobl districts.. The final seCtion' COntaina caUtionS
be exercised in the,interPretation ofHthe SOho61, and schooL '41*rtC '17
ports.: Appendix:Atontaina alisting of thematheMitiCs and:;rer_t4,ingr-'

forMartoe Objeotivesjor gradea .fOurand SevenHasSessed ir(th97.4-7')
prograM; Appendix B-contaihgZthe definition:S:6f the educatLonal :usswemong.

measures.

4 . House; Ernest, et aL; 'An-'assessment of the:Michian AccOtuil-1-122112'.
March'-1974.: 32,,pages. ED 091 8.2.1. MF $0.83. HC

Accotrntability isian iMportant concept throughout education.

Eichigan has assumedjeadershiP:amongthe States inYexp16,ting :Jtd apPAYing

aCCountability'procedures. TheHpUrpoSe of this:repOrtA.S t9examinit1.1"

qualitr'andiMpliCatiOns of that leadership Sp cifica11y, theaathur'n

pUrpose:1:s to assess the MiChigan:AccOuntabilitysten: with-respl!ct
to

the eduCational SOundneS6 and uti.lity for Michigan and-,With partlx"1"!

emphasis on the asseasment,COmponent. , The reparr- deScribes ,sY4tI7

tand offers recOMmendatiOnsfOr iMpr6VeMent.

49. :1-iuyser, 1101.1:ert J:.; et al..- Educational/asSessment:The Mich/can lqa.

paperpresented:at.the Annual mbetinenf the American Educv.tional Rose,nreh

AsSoCiatiOnashingt6n; APri1/1975 '20 Page6'.' ED .109212. MY:

$0.83. HC $1.67.

The Michigan Educational Assessmen/t Program and its contribution to the

improvement of education in the ,state are descibed in this report. Tke/

information,on, human and finanCial resources and' student attainment
of son_

with necesnary
program provides J;ocal and state educational decision-makers

of perfOrmance objectivesothodght to be necessary for students in the state.

As.iess=enc Program

The eddcational assessMent provides data usefUl in det 9Pe'oific
areas

a
ermining

of academic need in the basic 'skills for indlvidual. students, cls4rooms,

schools, and the entire state. The Michigdn tducationa1
is being.improved and expanded to provide eventer Inform-it:0=a].

services

to the state's educational system in the future. More cc=piete te.itinig of

all learning areas will/be done in future 5rars and the progr4= win be

expandedito include grades one, four, seven.
Th6 ultimate

goal of the Michigan tducational Assessment vrogram ..s -- t-- !

ton,"and two:ve.
c ta I It, 4Alts 'e tnat

-all Michigan pupils Will attain in the basic :Odlls'
... ity program,.

5 . Kearn4, C. Philip,; et al. In defense of Mi,bi!.tan "

Phi Delta Kanpan,/1974,.56 (1), 14-19. EJ 104 144'

." aot.tzc. Rivers,
A response to CriticiaM.of Michigan's prOc:1:0" (

and Stufflebeath publiShed in theJUne Phi .1144.)--1.422

Items .48 and 54 for related d6Cuments.)

/



51., Mehrens, William. lechnical report: The fifth report of the 1973-74,
, .

Michigan'EducatiOna- Asseasthent Program': Lansing: Michigen"'Stet.e.Depart-,
\ .

, ., .

mentofEducation,:Reearch,,EValuation., and Assessment.SerViCeS-, 1975.: //

,.,/

63 pages. ED 120 218 MF $0.83. HC $3.50.

The 197374 Michigan Educational Assessment Program (MEAP) provided int-
formation on twenty-two separate measures of interest to educators. The
prograM provides for mealures of (1) word relationships, (2) mathematics,
(3) reading and (4) attit des (optional). In contrast to past programs,
the mathematics and readin instruments are objective-referenced.. Each
test contains items that me sure a set of minimal performance objectives.
Committees of Michigan educa ors assisted in the development and review

. of both the objectives and t e items. Because of the representativeness
of the content domain, the_te ts, in general, can be judged to have good
content validity. 'However, t ere are individual cases of unclear objec-
tives or test items which need to be improved. The reading and mathematics
test in their entirety are reliable tests for group decision-making. How-
ever. for certain objectives, the measured reliability of the five associ-
ated zest items is such that caution should be used bfore making decisions-
about an individual's attainment of a particular objert=Lve A: majority of
the objectives were mastered by between 50 and 90 permat of the students.
in geceral, students who scored higher on the word relationships test did
.1.aetter on the objective-rLferenced tests. Last, the aa.titude surveys
1=i1ized in the assessment program appear tb be reliable measures of two
aa_==arate factors.

52 Eichigan StateDepattMent, of EduCation. Activities': and arrangthents for

theA,96940:Michigaa_aasessnient of'education. MiChiganState .
Department of EducatiOn,, NOetberq969'. 'Paper'praented, at the annual
meeting.::bheAtericarLEduCationaLResearCh-Association, New York,
February1971 25 PageS. ED 046 985. MF $0.83., HC

Progress in'ehe Michigan Statewide AsseSsment Program initiated during
the 1969-70 school'year fpr the purpose of evaluating certain perfortance
levels of the Michigan Public Schdol System is surmaarized. This report
focuses on the assessment of Basic Skills performance in the fourth and
seventh grades and describes the specific steps taken to accomplish this
objective: selection of local and intermediate district coordinatOrs
responsible for test administ-zation and collation of test data; creation
of an ad hoc test specificatiOns committee; creation of a technical
advisorygroup that would provide alternative solutions to potential
assessment problems; and creation of a citizens committee to articulate
general educational goals of the Lsysem. Details on the test battery, its
administration, the machinery for, test data collection, and criteria for
classificaion of school districts according to community type and geo-
graphic region are presented., An appendix listing Michigan School Districts
by community type and region is inc:uded.

Michigan State-Department of Education. LevelS of educationarformance
And 'related factors in Michigan. Lansing: MichiganState'DePartinento
Education, 1970.-',:japer presented at the annual:meeting ofthe Aterican :

.EducatiOnal Research Association, NeW York, February.1971. 27''PageS. Ep
0469:87. MP $0.83. 1-1C $2.06.



In 1 69-70 the Michigan Assessment Program gathered data from 320,000
students in approximately 4,000 schools in over 600 school districts
across' the state. The assessment battery included measures, at the fourth
and seventh grade levels, of the following: socioeconomic status, atti-
tude toward school, percentage of teachers with a master's degree, K-12
instructional expense.per pupil,-vocabulary (50 verbal'analogy problems),
and composite achievement-(reading, English expression, and mathematics):
For the purpose of educational profiles, the state waS divided into four
geographic regions: Upper Peninsula;_Morthern Michigan; Southern Michigan;
and Wayne, Oakland, and Macomb Counties (Greater Detroit Metropolitan Region);
and its communities classified'as Metropolitan Care,_City, Town, Urban Fringe,.
or Rural Cor-nity. The,average score in each geoghic:region and.for
each zoMMunity type within that region for each of the-z.six-variables,listed
above are displayed with_reference to-the statewide-percentile distribution
on the same variables. Noteworthy E--,sults in the_stane_Les,...a whole and in

each region are highlighted. The renort includes_defimintons of terms,
explanations and cautions on its use, descriptions-of7the: statistical pro-
bedures used, and a listing of the c1assification_of PrT the school districts
in the sta=e,

Mtichigan:State Department Of EduCation staff-response to the repOrt:
An asSeasment of 'the:MiChigan adtoUntability system. Lansirw Michigan
StatepartMerie.nfEducatiOnMay-.1974... 40\pages. ED 111 838. MF $0.83.'
,HC.$246.

'_

,

'A resPOnSels Madeto±dspecialtepOrt !IAA Assessment of the Michigan
AccountabilityProgra6:.,preparedbya:cOMMIttee composed of Drs. Ernest'

, House, Wendel1:::Riyera, nd Daniel StUfflii:beam undev-,contract'with the, ,

\MichiganEdUCatiOn:ASSOtiation (MEA) and the National Education Association
"(NEA). -ThethreeMenPanel was,to evaluate the educatio=.al soundness:add' .

utility fOr'MIChiganbfthe Michigan AccoUntabillty ModeLwith a particular
focus on the aSsessment:oOMPonent. Data Or thip investigation,weregathered

,
by reviewing._publiCatiOnstheMichiganDepartment of-EducatiOn (MDE)
and intervieWineVaribUs edUcatiirs .citizens, MDE staff meMbers, and relii-

resentatives of variousorganilationsTo=some'extent, the study'produced -
observatiOnSand JUdgMenta'withOUtinaCOUracies Or emotional exhortations,-
However,:thereportOontained,SOme inaCCUracies, it was not.totally unbiased,
and4t appeared*WhebaSed orunothewhatHunrigOrous .and'hurriedly-gathered
,inOrMatiOn ,prOblem*easinciuded.nbaerVations on goals and objectives,
statejeVel.leedershiteng, teaCher,evaluation, and the compensatory
educatiOn'prograr

55. Michigan:StateDepartment of Education. 1970-71 pupil
Explanatory materials. Lansing: Michigan State Department of Education,
APri11971. .-33 pages-. ,ED 033. 217. MF $0.83. MC

The two major purposes of this study are: (1) To provide local school
officials with informatiOn regarding the performance on basic skills
achievement of each student who tocik the 1970-71 Michigan Educational

-Assessment Battey, and (2) To provide local officials with information
that will assist them in understanding and interpreting their students'.
scores. The first of the four major sections describes the content of
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each sub-test (vocabulary, readin , mechanics of written English, and
mathematics) in the educational as essment battery. The second describes
cautions that must be exercised in ele interpretation of individual pupil
"scores from the program. The third s ction explains-how to interpret the
materials that accompany this booklet, and the fourth defines statistical

. terms used in the educational assessmen program and provides technical
information regarding the educational as essment battery.

56. Michigan State Department of Education, Res arch, Evaluation, and ASsess-
ment SerViCes. Individual pupil reoort: Eilanatory materials. The
second report of the 1971-72 Michigan Educati nal,ASSessment Program.'
Lansing: Michigan atate Department-of Educati n, Research, Evaluation,\
and Assessment ServiCes, April 1972. 35 pages. ED 104 898. MF $0.83. \
HC $2.06.

This explanatory booklet and the.materials that a company it have two
major purposes. The first purpose is to provide local'school officials
with information regarding the performance on basic skills achievement
of each student who _took the 1971-72 Michigan Educational Assessment
Battery. The second purpose is to provide local officials' with informa-

,

tion that will assist them in understanding and interpreting their students
scores. This booklet has four major section's. The first section describes

;

the content of each test--word relationships, reading, mechanic's of written
English, and mathematics--in the educational assessment battery. The
second section describes cautions that must be exerciSed in the interpretation
of individual pupil scores froffi the program. Tbe third,section explains
how to interpret' \the materials that accomPany this booklet. Explanation'S

,are provi_ded for upils', scores. The lourth section defines statistical
terms used in.the educational assessment program and provides technical
information regarding the educational' asc;essment battery.

,

57. Michigan StatelDepartment of Education, Research, Evaluation, and Assess-
ment Services. Individual pupil reoort: Explanatory materials. \The
second re ort of the 1972-73 _Michi an Educational Assessment Pro"ram. Lan-
Sing: Michigan State Department of Education, Research, Evaluation, and
Assessment Services, March 1973. 37 pages. ED 104 897. MF $0.83.

HC $2.06.

VThip explanatory booklet and the materials that accompany ii have two major
purposes. The firstipurpose is to provide local school officials informa
tibñf regarding the performance on basic skills achievement of each student
who took the 1972-73 Michigan Educational AsSessment Battery. The second'
purpose is to provide local officials with information that will assist-
them in understanding and interpreting their students' scores. This_book-
let has four major sectitns. The first section desci-ibes-%the content of
each test--word relationships, reading, mechanics of written English, and
mathematics--in the educational assessment battery. The second section
describes cautions that must be exercised in the interpretation of individual
pupil scores from the program. The third-section describes the matc.rials
that accompany this booklet and explains the pupil scores that they contain.
The fourth section defines statistical terms used in the educationar assess-
ment program and provides technical information about the educational assess-
ment battery.



58. :Michigan State Department-of'Education, Research, eValnation, and,Assess-
MenterviceS. Local distritt'andSchooI.repOrt -extdanatorv Materials.
:The thirdrePort oLthe 1972-73,MiChgan edUcational:ASSesStenePt4ram.
LanSing::Michigan State Department::Of eduCation, ResearCh, 'Evaluation,
apSSessMent SerVices;'APril 1973 ...14!g.e_P_.:$41.104 900, W$0,83.
FIC $3:50.

/
The purpose of this booklet is to assist the reader in unnerstanding
and utilizing the local district and local school reports prlovided by the
Michigan Educational Assessment Program for-the testing period January
J973. This document accompanies the data,sheets and norm tables provided
to each district and'is intended to facilitate their use. /This booklet
has three Sections: the first section states precautions/Which must be
considered in using and interpreting the assessment data;/ ,the second sec-
tion lists the assessment measures and introduces the compute: printouts
which contain the local district and school data; and the ,third section
Naescribes the norm tables that are provided with this report and explains
how to construct and interpret district-level and school-level education
profiles.

59, Michigan:State Department of Education:, Research, EVaIuation, and Assess-
ment ServiceS. Local-district resUlts, The fourth re_POrtof the 1972-73
Michigan EducationALASsesSMent FrOgrat... 1,ansing: 1v1ichigan,StaXe Delsalt,t,

mentof EdUCation Researeh, evaluation, am'tdAssessment Service6; 1973.
163, pages. ED.104899. MF 110$8.69.

ThiAreport presents the 1972-73 educational assessment, results from each
of the school distii-Cts' in Michigan. Information dn eaCh of the district
measures used in the 1972-73 Michigan Educational /AssesSment Program iz

presented in-two ways. First, a figure is shown that represents the
district's "score" on,each measure. For example,//the average years Of
teaching experience, the average instructional expense (in dollars) per
pupll, and the average reading score of each district are shown. Then a
percentile rank is shown for each 'mteasure excep the basic skills achieve-

ment measures. This percentile rank indicates /1110W each district fared in
relation,to other districts in the state. Secondly, information about
each district's composite basic skills achievement is presented in a decile
distribution which show the percentage of each district's fourth and seventh

,

grade"pupils earning coMposite achievement scores in each tenth of a. state-
wide ranking of pupil scOres. These decile distributions show-whaL percent
of each district's pupil 'feel into each of ten general achievement leVels.
Statistical terms used i this report are defined in Appendix A; Appendix
B contains definitions of the educational assesgment measures; _Appendix C
contains the definitions of the community,types used in this report; Appen-
dix D contains a list of the countY code numbers used as a prt of the identi-
fications of local school districts; and Appendix E contains alternative
procedures for interpreting district achievement scores through the use of

1

statewide pupil norms.

6 . Michigan State Department of education, Research, Evaluation, and Assess-
ment Services. Objectives and.procedures: The first re ort'of the 1974-75

Michigan Educational Assessment Program. Lansing: Michigan State Depart-

'ment of Education, Research, Evaluation, and Assessment Services, August 1974.

68 pages. ED 120'220. MF $0.83. HC $3.50. 1

\.
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This first report in-the '1974-75 Michigan Educational Assessment Program/

presents the objectivesyof the assessment program and indicates in detail

some of the specific procedures to be-used. The program provides achieve-
ment measures for/gradesjone, four, and seven. The measures at'iall three

grades are objective4referenced tests constructed through cooperative I \
-efforts of selecteesChool districts, technical support contractors, and
the tre-partment of/Education. For.grade one assessment, introduCed as a \

1.

pilot project;-there were 44 separate tests measuring 48 pre-pramary per-
formance objectiVes in th-A-Cognitive affective and psychomotplr domains.

The"objectives'tested are included a; Appendix L The fourth'And seventh
grade test4ng program measures student achievement of OerformanCe objec-

tives in rea ing and math. The objectives are appended. Attitude and
Word Relati nships tests are optional in this year s program. A special

feature of the I974-75'program is the inclusion of experimentalhitems in
science ard mathematics for gradesifour and seven. Proqedgral uidelines

include s/uch topics as tes-ting dates, local district respo#sibi:ity, -

material's shipment, students to be tested, reporting res-n/ts, and so forth. '

61. Michigan State Department cl Education, Research, Evalux:, and Assess-

ment Services. Objectives and rocedures:The first re ort of che 1975-
76 MiChigan Educational Assessment Program. Lansing: Miahigan State
Department of Education, Research, Evaluation, and AssesAent SerVices,
July 1975. 68 pages. ED 120 221. MP $0.83. HC $3.5(

This 'report is written for local educators who are responsible for the
administration_of.the Michigan Educational Assessment Program (MEAP)
tests and for other people who are generally interested in the purposes

and,methodology of MEAP. The 1975-76 assessment will report 19 vari-
ables'at_the student, classroom; school or district levels, in the areas
of (a) HUMan Resources, (b) District Financial Resources, (c) Percent
Minority, (d)-Dropout Rate, (e) Student Achievement, and (f) Size. The

minimal performanCe,objectives and NEAP tests were mainly developed by.

Michigan teachers and'curriculum specialists. In addition to every-
pupil testing of fourth and,seventh graders in reading and mathematics,
the 1975-76 program will Continue the first grade pilot-testing begun
in,1974-75 in a selected sample Of schools ' The introduction of a

Volunteer grade 10 limited pilot project is the greatest change from
previous years'_assessment programs. This report also pzesents general
information on the procedural aspects of the,assessment program\ iabich
will be found in greater detail in coordinator;--Administrator, and inter-
pretive manuals which will accompany the MEAP testing materials and result-

ant data.

62. Michigan:State Department Of-.EducStion, ResearCh, EValhatiOnand AsSess-,

Ment Service$,. State summary of reSultSL 19717-74_MiChigan Educational
.

Assesstent kt*ram., Lansihg: Michigan Státe riparterofE41.i0.0.:-pp,
'.ROSearck, Evaluation,: and Assessment SerVices. '12 pages; ED.1.20:242.

MF .$0,.',.133. Hard cOpy not aVailable from EDits:.

This fourth report, in the 1973-74 series presents a compilsItion of the./
,Scores of Michigan's fourth And-seventh grade/studentS who participated

In:the educational aSsessment. Results !of/he,objectivereferenced ,teSt H, ,



data reveal that iqhile none of the objectikies was-attained by all of the
students, performance levels were quite high for some of the objectives.
A table summarizes the test resurts in the form of a distribution chart.
This chart shows the number and percentage of objectives attained within
each of the ten intervals of pupils: Levels of attainment were generally

higher in mathematics than in reading. Another table lists the objectives
attained by more than 80 percent of the pupils while the next table lists
the objectives attained by fewer than 20 percent of the pupils. The're-
port of results for all grade four and seven objectives in both-reading 's
"and mathematics is included. Guidelines for the data interptetation in-
dicate some- of the possible ways errors can be introduced into test results.

'63. Michigan $tate D'epartment Of EduCation,Research,: Evaluation,.and-ASSeas-,.
dentASerVices..; Stateaummary,Of tesUltS: 1974-75 NichiganEduCational
kasesament PrOgram.LanaingMiChigan State Department.ofEducation,
,ReSearch EvalUetiOn and.AssOsmnL ServiCes,:Marth 1975. 116. pageS.

ED 117,173. MF, $043Y HC $1.67.H

The State Sumdary of Results presents a complilation of the scores of Michi-
,

gan's fourth and seventh grade students-who Participated in the educational
assessment along with discussion of the possible meaning and-significance

of the results. It also attempts to respond to the controvai-sY which has
surrounied the assessment program since its inception in 1970 by delineating
its purpose which'is the provision of informaiion for decision-making at
the' state, local, and individual student levels. 13,cause tbeSe data are

derived from students taking Objective-referenced tests, they reflect stu-
dent attainmept of a specific set of.learner performance objectiv&s which
were developed by Michigan edueacors in an attempt to articulate the skills
which studentskshould achieve in school. The tests used to measure attain-
ment of'the objectives were developed through a cooperative efort between

, the Michigan Department of Education and local district educators.

64. Michigan State Department of Education', Research,.Evaltlation,,andAssess-
ment SerVices. Understandin and utilizin the data of the 1975=70Michi-
gan Educational Assessment PsogrAILTarli_repor_t_sithe 1975-76\,:

Michigan Educational Assessment Program. Lansing: Michigan State Depart-

ment of Education, Research, Evaluation, and Assessment Services, July,

1975. 41 pages. ED 120 227. MF $0,83. HC $2.06.

This report, the second in the 1975776 series, is directed tOward the
local school dictrict staff whose responsibility, it is to read, interpret,
_

and use the data generated by the Michigan Educational Assessment Progrib,.,.

This report combines in one bookletvinformation 'that in previous years,was
\contained-in two boOklets! the Individual Pupil Report:. Explanatory
Materials, and the School and Disttict Report: Explanatory Materials.
Ibis booklet will be of particular value to the school principal and teachers.

The 1975-76 Michigan Educational Assessment Program included objective-
referenced tests'in reading and mathematics at the fourth and seventh
grades,\a statewideyilot at the first grade, and a developmental,pllot
effort,at \she tenth grade with several volunteer school's. This re'port

is devot&L to an interpretation of the fourth and seventh grade data. In

this report,\the reader will find a discussion of the assessment measur



a detailed eXplanatiOn Of how toread each of the data reports generated
by the-Program,. and a set of -sggesed proCedures for utilizing the est
results 'Some or thin iti1o1fHwt4o4 wtotA Ow tound on the principal's
and teacher'S.test reSuitS folder provided io each participating school
principal:and tea-Cher,

65. Porter, John W. The virtues of a state assessment program. Phi Delta
Kappan, 1976, 57 (10), 667-668. EJ 139 346.

Michigan's superintendent of public instruction is convinced that a
state testing Program can-provide the kind of information educators
need to improve instructional planning.

66. Roeber, Edward D., & Huyser,'Robert J. Michi an Educational AssessmentPr2graot project. Lansing: Michigan State Depart-
ment oZ Education, Research,-Evaluation, and Assessment Services, 1975.

,

12'pages. iED 111 832. MF $0.83. HC $1.67.

The purpose of the tenth grade,limited pilot project of the 1975-76
Michigan Educational Assessment Program is to perfect tnstruments, terit-
ing, and reporting procedures for a future statewide assessment at the
tenth grade level. The development of assessment materials for the grade
ten assessment program began with the selection of performance objectives
to be measured; the.25 reading performance objectives from the Communica-
tion Skills booklet were selected for use in item writing, and the Mathe-
matics objectilies were&fdrawn up by representatives'of the Michigan Council:

of Teachers Df 'Mathematics. Four districts provided teachers and specialists'
to uTite test items. A Pretest was given froth-the tryou-t items and the
final form of the test will depend on the pretest results. It will then-

administered-to tenth graders in volunteer schools. A list of performance

, objective test items is attached.

67. Roeber,, Edward D., et al. Individual student and classroom reports:
Explanatory materials. The second ,report of the 1974-75 Michigan Educe--
tional Assessment Program. Lansing: Michigan State Department of Educa-
tion, Research, Evaluation, and Assessment Services, October 1974. 36

pages. ED 120'226. MF U.83. HC $2.06.

the 1971-74'Michigan Educational:Assessment Program (MEAP), new objective-
-referenced testA,measuring some of the state-level minimal mathematics and- .

reading performanpe were introduced. These tests and the reports of results
provided classroom teachers with extensive information aboutsthe performance

objectives. . Tests similar'to those used in the 1973-74 program were in-
cluded in the 1974-73-program. This manual was prepared to help local 0
educators interpret the information provided for individual students and
for classroom groups. This bcioklet has four. sections. Section one de-

;

,\scribes the tests used in the 1974-75 educational assessment program. The
Second section desdribes and illustrates the various report forms used to
provide individual student arid classroom data. The third section includes
aids In interpreting the-information contained in the reports.,,,A liSt of
cautions that'should be exercised in the interpretation of theie results
is in the'final section. The mathematics and reading performance objectives [
contained in the educational assessment program at grades 4 and T are-given
in the appendix.
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MINNESO1A--ASSESSMENT PROCRNM

68. Adams, John W., & Johnson, Randall E. Minnesota Educational Assessment:
Pilat.phase results. Summary report. St. Paul: Ninnesota State Depart-
ment of Education, Division'of Planning and Development, February 1973.

- 20 pages. ED-089 464. MF $0.83. HC $1.67.

The mein dotument, of which this4report is a'summary,,covets the assess-
crlent activities of,the MinnesOta Department of Education from June 1971
through December 1972. This summary report contains a chapterHby-chapter
overview of the full report, with a concentration on the conclusions and

..

--recommendations drawn from the readingi_mathematics,-and Attitude findings
..

69. Pyecha,,John N. Minnesota EdUcational Assessment: A comprehensive
planning study. Durham, N.C.: Research Triangle Institute, Center for
EdUcational Research and Evaluation, January 1973. 108 pages'. ED 084
657. MF $0,83. Hp $6.01.

The proposed program representSfa vehicle whereby Minnesota.can Conduct
-a,Comprehensive assessment,of:the state's educaElonal prOgress. It Can
provide,a means of periodically monitoring achievement inHthe cognitive;;:'
affective, and psYchomotor domains. The program is modeled after-the
National AsSessment Of Educational Progress ,(NAEP), an ongoing educational
ptoject designed to give educatois_and the:lay-public a-better looi'at

' thoa& kribwledges-and skills thar Americaa yoUthAlave acquired: NAEP
provides for A systematic.; continuous, census-like surveY ofknowledges,
skills; understandings, and attitudes as exhinited by ctuthnts and young',
adults..infourtage levels and across ten different subject-areas. By

following the NAEF model,. Minnescita can hopefullY reduce the Minneaota
student:assessment results to NAEP results for 'students in the nation
-as a Whole.; as_vell_as:for those-in the Central_Region;,and take advantage_._
of exercise administration, data collection, sampling design; and data '

analysis methodologies developed by'INAEP.

70. Ruud Orville. Bloomington mathematicG assessment -1-reporCto citizens
staff And school board. St. Paul: Minnesota State Department of Education;
November 1975. Paper presented at the annual meeting of the American_Edu-
cational Research Association, San FransiSco, April 1976. 129_pages. ED
124 412. NF $0.83. HC-$7.35.

In,conjunction with the Minnesota Office-Of Statewide Educational Assess-
ment, the Bloomington Public Schools condUcted an assessment of progress
within the district, This report, prepared for dissemination to the school
board, school staff and .interested ditizens, summarizes the'results of'the
local assessment. Data concerning the achievement of 9-, 13-, and-17-year
old students is included. Achievement of Bloomington students is compared
with that reported for the entire state, the U.S., and'for Similar suburban
communities both within the state and across the country. The interaction
uf achievement with student characteristi:s is also eXamined. Data collected
were compared with a criterion determined by teachers' assessment of the

-----importance of_objectives (items). Using this criterion, a committee of
teachers judged the assessment results as indicative of strength, potential :
strength, acceptability, potential need or need. Clusters of °objectives;
items of sPecial interest, and detailed, data are included in the'vOlume.



.MINNtS0T--TESTLNC PROGRAM'.

71. Perry,Dallis K. The Minnesota ColTege Statewide Test1ng_Program--1970:.i
Its current vaides and futuredevelopment. St.".Paul: MinneSota Uniyer.,
Student Counseling Bureau, October 1970. A report to :the MinnesotaCom-,,
.mittee on High Schoo1-Col1egeRe1ations, October 1970. 36,pages. ED 047

000. MF $0.83. $2.06.

The evaluation of the Minnesota College:Statewide Testing Program was
basedOn Analysis of-the validities Of-statewide and-national tests for
predicting freshman gradea in Minnesotacolleges4 On interviews with
direCtors Of admission and deans of students in Minnesota colleges, and
on discussions with regional gatherings of Minnesota high school counselors,
it was found that the .testing program continues to offer valid scholastic
aptitude measures which are used and valued by state colleges for recruit-
ing,, admission, and pre-application counseling; by high school counselors
for guidance of students regarding choice of post-secondary education;
and by other.agencies for researchHand policy planning. The.unique aspects 7
of the program are its early availability and its inClusion of,nearly all
high.school 'juniors. It was concluded.that. the values%of the l'every-
studenC statewide program justify its continuation.; butthatif it is.to
A.:emain worthwhile, It muat be strengthened'inWays that will increase its
relevance to student decisions and decrease its duplication,of other
programs. Specific recommendations for::the achievement of this goal are
presented. ,Statiatical data on the test Validities and correlations
and interview SuMmaries areincluded.

MISSOURI

7 . Missouri State Department of Elementary and Secondary Education, Division
of Instruction. 'Migrant child education in Missouri, 1975. State annual

ESEA for fiscal year 1975.

Jefferson City: Missouri State Department of Elementary and Secondary
Education, Division of Instruction, November 1975. 76 pages. ED 125 797.

MF $0.83. HC $4.67.

The 1974-75 program aimed to: .raise or maintain the rate Of gain in
computational afid ,communicational silj.sq.if each:student in.thetutorial
program"; improve the computational and communicatiOnal skills of each
student in the %areer Develbpment" Program; increase-each'"career Develop-
mene-st.udent's awareness of, sOecific knOwIedge f, and general require-
ments for se-lecteci occupational groupa;.provide-health services as needed;
make Parents aware of-so-Cta17services Available; improve ehe relationship
between Parents andthe sChool; and in76-YeaSeT-theHtutels and supportive
staff.'s knwledge of the Program.and-jts administatiOn, and of Tiaw and
iMproved instructional methods appropriate for migrant children. A total.

of 2,91-5 migrant students :participated iritha'program-'. An evaluation
covering,the period from July 1974 through June 1975 and the1975 summer
program was based on*data obtained from the Migrant Center Staff, reCords,
.repOrts,' test results,...and on-site.interViews. The Wide.Range Achievement
.Test,meaSured student gains in reading, SPelling4 and arithmetic. StuOnt:,
Hattitudea'were assesSed at the beginning and end Of-the year ,psing a scale
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of Student Attitudes. This report include's information on: children
ser-C'ed, exemplary programs, inservice 'training, special and supportiVe
serv1ces1 resource center library, program.effectiveness and integration
disseminatioa, and the summer school program.

73. Missouri State DepartMent of Elementary and Secondary Education, Division;
'of Instruction. .nigrant education in Missouri, 1971: State annual evalu4
.-ationreport-for--mignant programs, Title- I, -ESEA--forLf-i.scal :year:4971', H
Jefferson Ciy: Missouri- State'Dehartment of Elemenary and Secondary.

'Education, Tivision of Instruction, November 1971, 145;pages. ED 125 793.
. MF $0.83. HC-$7.35:

;":

Objectives of the Missouri migrant ptogram were to:: raise the educational
level of migrant children; acquire a complete set of,educatiOnal and'
,health records for each child; screemand refer those children`meeding
health services lo the appropriate personnel; instill within parents and
children,the.desire and need for a secondary education; and provide spe-
cialists to assist the parents, teachers, and Children as the need arises.
During fiscal year 1971, 3,408 students, ranging from 5 to.18 years,
participated in the program. Since the.majority of these attendeclschools
located in.SOutheast Missouri., only 1;257 were includA in the program's
evaluation. Evaluation data were obtained at the beginning, during, and
at the end of the 1970-71 academic year or duringthe suMMet school terM
through. visits and interviews conducted in variOus school districts and,
from records, reports, and test results which were used to substantiate
the on-the-spot visits. This report inCludes information on the children
participating; innovative projects; pressing educational needs; objective
and subjective measurements; general program effectiveness;- personnel;
interrelationship' with.the regular Elementary And Secondary Education
Act Title I program and with other prdgra:ms; commUnitY imvolvementi
nonpublic school participation; and major problem areas.

7 .,-Missonri State Department of Elementary andSecondary Education-;-.Division
of Instruction. Md rant education in Missouri 1972. State annual evalu-
ation report fox migrant programs, Title I, ESEA for fiscal year 1972.
Jefferson City: Missouri State\Department of Elementary and Secondary
Education, Division of Instructien, November 1972. 188 pages. ED 125 794.
MF $0.81. HC $10,01.

Missouri's migrant program aiMed to:\ raise-the migrant children's educa-
tional level.to that of other children\in their age group; acquire- a coM7
plete set of educational and health reCords for each Child; screen and .

refer those chLldranneeding health services to the appropriate persohnel;
instill within parentsand children the desire and need Tor a secondary,
education.; ancLprovide specialists to assist teachers,parents, And
children as the need arises. During fiscal Year 1972, 4.,434 childreM,T.
ranginvfrom 1 to ..17 years, were enrolled in theprogram. The MajOrity
of these attended Schools located in the south4stseCtion of the state.)
Evaluation data were obtained,at the' beginning, Jring, and at the end-

-of-the 1.9.117:72 academic year Or during theSummer\school term through

visits and interviews and.from recOrds,:reportg, arid test reSrata whith
were Used to substantiate the' on-therSOotvisi...i.s. This reporCincludes
information on:H the children innovative projects,.:M st pressing
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educational needs, objective-and subjective measurement's, general prograM
effectiveness, personnel and personneltraining: interrelationship with
the regular Elementary and Secondary Education Act Title I programt, com-
munity involvement, nonpublic school participation, and major problem areas.

7 . .Missouri State DepartMent of Elementary and Secondary Education, DiviSion
of Instruction. Migrant-education in Missouri, 1973. State annual: evalu-
ation report for migrant programs, Title-T, ESEA for fiscal year 1973.
iJefferson City: Missouri State DepartmenE o eM .ntdry
Education, Division of InStruction, October. 1973. 82 pages. ED 125 795.
MF $0.83. HC.$4.67. 7

Program objectives were to: Adentify migrant children in the state;
provide a complete educational and healt!, reCord for each child, through
the national data bank; raise or maintain the students' educational
leve1;screen migrant children for health problems ana arragefor treat-
ment as needed; increase parental involvement and understanding of their
child;s educational experience.; and expand the number of schools using
the career development,program, During the 1973 fiscal year, 2,567
migrant ttudents were enrolled in the program. An evaluation team
evaluated the/Program from July 1972 through June 1973 and the 1973 sum-
mer program./ Data were obtained from thestaff, records, reports, test
results, and on-site interviews with' administrators, tutors, and Students.
Using the/Wide Range Achievement Test,-pre and posttests were given to
evaluate results ia reading, spelling, and arithmetic. Student attitudes
were2assessed at the beginning and end of the year using a scale of Stu-
dent' Attitudes, Findings showed the.program was meeting its!objectives.
This report inclUdes informationfon:. the children served, exemplary43ro-
grams, staff utilization, inserVice training, special and tuPportive
services,,resource centerlibrary;.program effectiveness-and integration,
relationshipwith the regular Title 1 program and With other programs,
community invovlement, nonpublic school participation, dissemination,
and summer school program.

76. Oissouri State Department of Elementary and Secondary Education, Division
of Instruction. Mi;rant education in Missouri 1974. State annual
evaluation for mi rant rograms Title I ESEA or fiscal year 1974.
Jeffrzon City: Missouri State Department of Elementary and.Secondary
Education, Division of Instruction, November 1974. .89 pages. ED 125 796.
MF $0.83. HC $4.67.

During fiscal year 1974,'the programaimed to: identify migrant children ,
in'the stateprovide a complete educational and health:record for each
child identified, raise or maintain the student's educational level, screen
the children for health problems and arrange for health services aa needed;
increase parental involvementexpand. the Career Development Rrogram,
improve the quality of theMigrant Center's ttaff Members, and research
:existing Career.Development prograht:for theircontribution to Migrant
education. A total Of 2004 students participatedin the program. -.Eyalu-.
ation data were obtained,from the Migrant Center staff, records, reports,
test restuls, an& orc-site interviews with administrators, tutors, and
students. The Wide Range Achievement Test was :used to evaluatestudent
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A

achievement in reading, spelling,-and arith etic. Student attitudes were
'assessed at the beginning and end of the ye r using.a scale of-Stddent

Attitude's. Findings showed that the progra was Meeting all except the
last,objective. This-report includes-data o the: children served, exem-
plaryprogramS, inservice training, special id supportiveservices.
resource cenCer library, program effectivene and integration, relation- ,
ship with the regular Title I program and with other programs, community
involvement, nonpUblic:,schotil participation, dissemination, and summer .

School program.

NEW HAMP8HIRE--

77. Durost, Walter N. A description and evaluation of the Statewide Testing
Pro ram in New Ham shire in 1968-69 and 1969-70 under the s O-sorship of
Title I and the significance of the data obtained for evaluation with
this activity. Concord: New Hampshire State Department of Education,
March 1971. 84 pages. ED 106 327. MF $0.83. Hard copy not available
from EDRS.

The New Hampshire s'tatewide testing program was implemented to provide
a data base for like evaluation of the effectiveness of Title I projects
as required by federal law. To accomplish this objective, achievement
and intelligence tests were administered to children in Title I projects
and regular programs in four elementary grades-2, 4, 6 and 8. Thus

the performance of children in both programs could be analyzed and com-
pared. The information collected during the 1968-69 program was used as
a basis for modifying and improving the 1969-70 program. Test results,
statewide analysis and interpretation of the data are presented.

NEW JERSEY

78. Pinkowski, Francis, et al. Evaluation in New Jerse education: A survey
'of present practices and recommendations for future action. Trenton:

New Jersey State Department of Education, Division of Research,' 71anning,
and Evaluation, June 1970. 58 pages. ED 077 950. MF $0.83. LC $3.50.

Current evaluation activities in the.New Jersey school system are surveyed,
and recommendations for future evaluation efforts are made. The current
activities and future developments of school (or:school district), state-
wide, and project (cr program) evaluation are discussed individually. The

following program objectives are suggested: toraise the number of trained
education evaluators, to strengthen evaluation capability at each'admini-
strative level, to install-satisfactory eValuation instruments, to admini-
ster instruments which evaluate pupil performance in relation to local and

state goals, to expand district evaluation so that all schools are.evalu-
ated-on a cyclical basis, to evaluate school districts for Bateman incentive
aid qualification, to expand evaluation so that all projects financed through
the:,department are evaluated on a Cyclical basis; and to increase expenditures

for evaluation activities. Strengths arid weaknesses of several program
alternatives are discussed. 2,Recommendations For short-range zlction are
made concerning school district, statewide, and Project evaluation, and
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recommendations for long-range action are made concerning needs assess-
ment,: management information system, cost'analysis, instruction, and .

department test: analyais Additional questions for consideration are listed.
An analysis of cOsts and an overview Of an ETS survey of state testing
programs are presented in appendices.

NEW MEXICO

79. Educational EvaluatibW-ATSTS-diateg. -
ex erimental ob'eCtives-based Measures-administered in 1972. Los-Angeles:
Educational Evaluation Associates; September 1972. 20 pages. ED 079 397.
MF $0.83. HC $1.67.

The development, field testingand-enalysis of one-oomponent of New
Mexicb's statewide evalation system, a set of 18 objectives-based tests
administered to high schobl seniors in 56-districts, are summarized The

focus of this component is on providint: .:(1) information to school districts

about the performance of their seniors on certain educational objectives,
and (2) a.data baSe tb the New Mexico State Department of. Education for
the purposes of accrediting schools-and evaluating.state educati6nal pio-'
grams. Efforts to date. ate-considered successful in.view.of the following'
findings: (:1) a comprehensive Catalogue of objectives.has been developed
and is .ready for finaI field resting; (2) school personnel, students and
community representatives were involved.in selecting objectives with which.
each 'district is most concerned; (3) good tests were constructed.to assess
student performance on those objectives; (4) efficient procedures were
used in administering these measuresjn 56 districts to a large, representa-
tive sample of seniors; (5) results,of the testing indicated-how the proto-
type measures should be mOdified for subseqUent use;.and (6) procedures -

were developed for.teporting .test results interms of whether students
are .performing below, at, or above.expected levels.

8 . New Mexico State Department of Education. Evaluation and assessment.unit.
1972-73 Annual report. Santa Fe: New Mexico State Department of Education,-

,

1973,_.18 pages. ED 079 422. MF $0.83. HC $1.67.

The following topics of the annual report of the evaluation and assessment
unit of the New Mexico State Department of'Education are discussed: (1)

standardized/norm-referenced testing prograM, (2) objective-based testing
Program, (3) assistance to the mutual action' plan, (4) technical assistance
and conSultative,services to SDE staff and operational units, (5) state
evaluation advisory committee, (6)-opinion survey, (7) budget, (8) informa-
tion dissemination, (9) future planniag, and (10),projected activities.

NEW YOkk--ASSESSMENT .FROGRAM

81. Stelzer, Leigh, & Banthin, Joanna. A study of postsecondarV education
needs in northeastern New York State: Secondary analysis: AlbanY: State

Univ. of Ne-r4. York, College of Ceneral Studies, December 1975. 93 pages.
ED 121.951. MF $0.83. Hard copy, not available.

6 0



The primary goal of the postsecondary needs assessment in Northeastern
New York State was to provide adult-education planners with information-
for program planning and evaluation. Questionaaire respondents included
1,055 individuals from four subregions: Alba;..ly Center, Outer Albany,

Plattsburg, and Utica-Rome. Data analysis is focused on: (1) overall
interest/potential market, (2) knowledge factor, (3) motivation factor,
(4) background characteristics of interested individuals, (5) approach-
-avoidance model (approach), and (6) approach-ivoidance model (avoidance).
A high inten t in continuing education was reflected by the rc.,spondents,
as 51% indicated wanting to take a course at same point in their'life and
34% being presently-interesE2 in taking a ---COUtse-.7-05Tzses 1eEdj.tT 6

occupational skills were of the most interest to prospective students.
Past and prospective students tended to include above average proportions
of women, the employed, those with'higher incomes) the better-educated,
and middlc,-d persons. The main reason stated for nonparticipation
was a lack of time. One-fourth of the reSpondentS indicated no immediate-
cr future interest in continuing education. Depending on the subregion, .

27-49% of the respondents have never been on any Northeast Region campus.
A copy of Che questionnaire is appended.

NEW YORKTESTING PROGRAM

82. New York State Education Department, Bureau of Higher and Professional

Educational Testing. New York State High SchoollgLiimal2p_m_Leating.

Program: General information and testingschedule,- September 1, 1969-

August 31, 1970. Albany: New York State Education Department, Bureau
of Higher and Professional Educational Testing, 1970 al pages. ED

039 455. MF $0.83. HC $2.06.

The New York State High School'Equivalency Testing Program,is for adult r-

residents of the state who have not completed their high achool education

in the regular manner. An adult who obtains satisfactory scores on the
High SChool Level tests of General Educational Development (GED) Tests
is eligible to recieve.a New York'State high school equivalency diplom
This diploma is the legal equivalent of one issued by a local high sch ol
and meets the minimum requirements for entrance into some colleges in ew

york State. However, since admission requirements vary for individual
colleges, applicants should consult admissions officers.concerning speci-
fic admission requirements. This program-in-no Way replaces the regularly:
established procedures in the granting of local high Sebool-or-Regents.--/

high school diplomas. GED tests and scores are restricted to the High
School Equivalency Testing Program. ,L,ocal school authorities may not
issue diplomas or grant credits on GED-scores; (The document-includes

amendments effective April 1970, offi"Cial,,testing centers and schedules,

and the application form.)

NORTH.CAROLINA

83. North Carolina State Department of Public Instruction, Division of Research.,

Language arts, grade 3; State tIssessment of,Educational Progress in liorth , 1

Carolina, 1973-74. Raleigh: North Carolina State Department of Public
Instruction, Division of Research, November 1974. 132 pages. ED 105 485.

MF $0.83. HC $7.35.
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One of a series dealing with reading, mathematics, language arts, social
studies, science, cultural arts, health, and physical education; this
report on language arts is designed"to help North Carolina teachers in
planning instructional programs for public school students and to inform
the general public of students' educational needs and attainments. This
assessment contains results and apalyses of tests adminstered to 2500
randomly selected third-grade students in North Carolina. The students'

,skills in language arts.were assee.f.'; 'a-norm-referenced test (Iowa
Test of Basic Skills) and an t1):1e:1 i,e-basd test (developed at the state
level). Discussion of the natux;;, (, oF these tests and their inter-
pretations as well as comparison,:_cf-...lc ement levels between North
Carolina third graders and studeru '1..(,-,oghout the United States are

included. Numerous tables and gr:LO.,:; g,11,,istrate points made in the text.

84. North Carolina State Department osf Interest, Division of Research.

Mathematics, grade 3. StateAsssmret.of Eiucational Progress in North

Carolin, 1973-74. Ita.leigh: North ;:arc"..ina State Department of Public

Instruction, Division of Research, No,h..;.lioar 1974. 102 pages.' ED 108

974. ME $0,83. HC $6.01.

This report is one-of eight concerng taird7grade students-to be issued

in connection with:the North .Caroli4a. stctewide assessment project. The

assessment of mathematics'achievement :is based on-a. Satple of 5,000 third=

grade,students,:2,500 Usingthe Iowa Tests of Basic Skills .(ITBS), nnd

2,5000 using state developed objective-based tests:(SCORE). Data were

analyzed statewide and on the basis of several socioeconomic factors. On

the average North Carolina third-grade students scored several MonthS be-.

.low thenational average on the ITBS. The areas in Which these students ,....

tended to score below the national average were the' U.'S. monetary system,

mOdern mathematics concepts, complex cotputational problems, and fractions.

Students did perform adequately on"SCORE. Appendices to this report pro-.

vide tables describing the relationships of ITBS scores with soCioeconomic

'variables, analysis of scores asa function of subtests, teacher ratings

of SCORE objectives, and several analyses for SCORE items.

85. North Carolina State Department of Public Instruction, Division of ReSearch.

jit_s_j_ag_,grssil_e:_LStat_eLk_ss._tssment of Educational Progress in North'Caro-

lina, 1973-74. Raleigh: North Carolina State Department'of Public Instruc-

tion, Division of Research, November.1974. 78 pages. MF $0.83. HC

One of,a series deal with reading, mathematics,:language arts, social

studies, science, cultural arts, health, and physical education, this report

on reading is designed to help North Carolina teachers in planning instruc-

tional programs for public school studentskand to inform the general public

of students' educational needs and attainments. This assessment contains

results and analyses of tests administered to 2500 randomly selected third-

grade students inNorth Carolina. The students' 'skills in reading were

assessed by a norm-referenced tests (Iowa t-6st of Basic Skills) and an

objective-based test (developed at the state level). Discussions of the

nature ofeach of these tests and thir,interpretations as well as compari-

sons of acidevement levels between North Carolina third graders and students

throughout the United States are indluded, NUmerous tables and graphs

illustrate points made in the text.



86. North Carolina State Department of Public Instruction, Division of Research.
Social studies, &Fade 3. State Assessment of Educational-Programs in
North Carolina. 1973-74. Raleigh: North Carolina State Department of
Public Instruction, Division Of Research, iFebrua....y 1975. 105 pages.

ED 108 988. MF $0.83. HC $6.01.

This state assessment-at the third-grade level is the first stage of a
proposed three-year evaluation cycle of third, sixth, and ninth -grades in
North Carolina to aid personnel in making accurate decisions regarding
improvement in the sOciar studies curriculum. Students were randomly
selected to represent the third-grade population in the state and the'
three geographical regions: Coastal Plains, Piedmont, and Mountains.
An experimental objective-referenced social studies instrument was admini
stered to measure students for mastery of selected social studies learning

tasks. In addition, a randomly selected subsample of 450 of these students
took a test consisting of two questions, administered orally'and requiring
oral responses. To assess mastery, eight objectives, drawn from the\
Division ,of Socail Studies Oncument."Social Studies Curriculum Guide \for
North Carolina," included the,following: Information Processing, PhySical
Environment, Cultural Environment, Cultural Universals, Economic Sys4m,
-Political System, International Relations, and Acting_for%the GeneralL
Interest. Results showed that North Carolinii's third grade students /scored'
satisfactorily or better on approximately twa-thirds of the social studies
Objectives measured and that regional 'differences were slight.

87. North Carolina State Department of Public Instruction, Division of Research.
State Assessment of Educational Progress in North Carolina 1973-74- cul-i

turIalLal-smaj.,.. Raleigh: North. Carolina State Department of Public
Instruction, Division of Research, December 1974. 124 pages. ED 120 211.

MF $0.83. HC $6.01.

A representative sample of about 2,5000 third-graders took-the Cultural
Arts Test,_a perception survey which was part of the 1973-74 State Assess-
ment of Educational Progress ifi. North Carolina. The test dealt with stu-
dents' perceptions of their own competence, interests, preferences, and
happiness in the cultural arts; of their teachers' and principals' cul-
_tnral_arta_interests; of in-school and out-of-school arts activities; of
exposure to artists and objects; and of the general areas of self, parents,
peers, teachers, and school:- Questions were asked rplated to four specific

cultural arts areas: visual arts, music, dance, and speech/drama/poetry. .

Throughout the test, the visual arts received more positive responses than
any of the other three areas. These positive rankings might be considered
typical: (1) visual arts, (2) speech/drama/ poetry, (3) Tusic, and (4)
dance. ResUlts"are presented by race and sex, region, family income level,
and parental educational level. There were di.fferences among students
with varying backgrounds, but these differences were not Consistent across
all the- se!-s of items ahd across all four cultural arts areas. The Cul-

tural Arts Test is appended.

88. North Carolina State Department of Public Instruction, Division_of Research.
State Assessment of Educational progress in North Carolina 1973-74 health

and physical education, grade 3. Raleighf North Carolina State Department

of Public Instruction, Division of Re3earch, December 1974. 78 pages. ED

120 212. MF $0.83. EC $4.67.



In the'1973-74 North Carolina State Assessment approximately 2,500
third-graders took a health test and,a physical education teat. The

'students were randomly selected to represent the third-grade-population
in the state as a Whole and the three geographic regionsMountains,
Piedmont and Costal Plains. Both sexes Were about evenly represented.
About 70 percent;:were white.and 30 percent nonwhite, reflectingtheAl:Ver-

,' all racial composition oft he state. The health teat coVered a:variety
of major health areas such-as food and nutritiondental care, first aid
Safety, personal care, gOWth and development, mental health, and envidron-
mental health. Motor perfiormancewas measured by the:physical education
test. -Softballs and balance beamS replaced papers and pencils as third:\
graders participated in a:variety,of physical activities: shuttle run,

wall rebound, standing broad jump, a
No conclusions are drawn about-. the health test performance because of
its experiemental nature and the absence of solid criteria for judging
good perfotmance. Results of the physical education test are presented
by state, region, race, sex, family income leVel, and parental education
level. Again, no conclusions were drawn due to the lack of standards of
acceptable motor performance. The twO tests are appended.

89. North Carolina State Department of Public Instruction, Division of Reseatch.
A surve of teachers and rinci als: Grade 3. State Assessident of Educa-

tional Progress in North Carolina,_ 1973-74. Raleigh: Nor6'Carolina State
Department of Public Instruction, Division of Research, 1975. 111 pages.

ED 106 294. MF $0.83. NC 6.01.

This report focw.ies on results from teacher and principal questionnaires
administered in each Of the schools included in the 1974 third-grade
state assessment program. According to the- introduction, the program .

began athree-year cycle of assessment-in grades 3, 6, and 9.and was.de-
signed to collect a broad base, of information on eduCational needs from
Students, teachers, and prinCipals. The report is divided ipito two

sections: (a) the primary and elementary tchers'questionnaire, and .

(b) the prImary and elementary principalci' report.' Each Section includes
a'summary of highlights and a detailed pl:esentatiOn of results: Conclusions
drawnfrom the study indicate that (a) elementary teacher attitudes are
good; (b) teachers consistently repprt good performance from princiPals;
(c). teachers desire help with special education probleMs;:jd)-more-practi----
cal'inservice programs ate needed;.(e) additional funds for supplies and
materiala should be allocated; and (f) there is a need for support per-
sonnel.. Appendixes include the following: (a) a sample teacher qUestion-:

naire; (b) a sample school information questionnaire; (c) summary response
data elicited from the questionnaires and (d) assumptions and calculations
regarding spending on teacher benefits, new personnel,.and institutiOnal-
materiala.

OHIO

90. Scheid, Karen Filoso. Ohio's Statewide Needs Assessment.Columbus:
Ohio State Department of Education, 1974. 21 pages. ED 109 217. MY $0.83.

MC $1.67.

6..
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Ohio's StateWide Needs Assessment is designed to provide baseline data
about students' learning in cognitive areas. Over several years, students
at various grade levels will be assessed. The areas to be assessed, as
well as the grades of the students to be assessed, Will be considered and
advised upon by-the ESEA Title= State Advisory Council. The council
reCommended that for the first year of assessment, Only reading be assessed
at grade twelve. The reading assessment instrumentto be used in this

7:first year contains items that Assess those objectiVesthoughtvby reading
-specialists in the Ohio Department of Education to be the most important..
It will be administered to onlY a sample of Ohio.twelfth graders by school
personnel. Confidence intervals.for each item on the inStrument will be
calculated. in order to predict student prformance.i Afteethe data from

-----t-he!-Alseessment hav1.12.7been_analyzed,-t.eports_presenting and-explaining

the results will be given. Regional meetings may be held throughout the
'state to piovide further explanation'of assessment 'results, while inter-

pretations and implicatiohs of Title III are discussed:.

ORECONi.

91. Hall, Mary. Dissemination'and utilization Of-assessment tesults in
1

Oregon. Paper presented,at the annual meeting'of: tte National Council
-on Measurement in Education, Washington, D.C., April 1375. 16 pageS.

'Ell0 518. N7 $0.83. HC $1.61.

Improved disseinination and utilization of tesults from statewide assess-7
ment of Student performance is critically needed. Prior research showS
that less than one- third of-all states can proVideevidence of using
such data to:make significiaat classes of decisTens Most frequently cited
as a justification .for the initiation of such prdgrams Yet the annual
budgetS for, asSesSment programs continue to escalate- The evidence sug-._

geststhat While statewide assessment programs areftequeatly initiated
as part of accOUntability movements, they ere seldoM accountable them-
selves. In an attempt to deal with this prOblem, the Oregon.assessment
prOgram has initiated a variety of innoVative steps designed:to insure

i
effective disseminationand miximum utililation:of nnual testing results.
Some.of these' efforts include:, extensive interview ng and reSearch'to
establish-a7clear-pnipose-forthe-programidentification_nf_majOrj:policy.
questions.to be'impacted by assessment results;,priOt research to deter-
mine thrl most fective disSemination modes for selected decision-Making
audiences; widesead uSe'of ptokessional and lay,advisory committees
in the design, conducting,,.interpretation, and teporting of data; simul-''
taneous release of'neSults, interpretations, and recOmmendations'for.
actions to specific 4tAdiences; initiation ofe state management system
to systematically utilrze assessment findings- in Specific decisiOns; Con-..
tinuing.evaluation of alldi:sseMination and utilization strategies; and
fallowup contacts with key decisiOn-7maketCto assnre utilization.:

. -:



PENS'SYLVANIA

9 -) Brehman, peorge E., Jr. Attitude toward school learning_: The develop--
nent of a,seventh grade level instrument for measurement Of Goal IV of
the Pennsylvania Educational Qualit Assessment ro ram. Harrisburg:
Pennsylvania State De;artment of Education, April 1972. Paper prsented
at the annual meeting of the American Educational Research Association,
Chicago, April 1972. 21 pages. ED 062 391. MF $0.83. He $1..67,,

The objectives of this study were twofold: first, to develop
proved version of the instruments used to,measure Goal IV (AttitUde
Toward School and School Learning) at the fifth and eleventh grade
1ve1 i the_pLp.:bliC schools of Pennsylvania Under a program of "Educa7
tional Quality:Assessment" mandated by the legislature. Secondly, it
was the object of thisstudy to develop.items that C'.7cui1d meaSute atti

tudes toward learning that are independent of school c text.

9 . Burson, William W. Educational Ouality AssesSment 7Manual inter
preting_intermediate school repotts: Grade 7. Harrisburg: Pe nsylvania
State Department of Education, Bureau of Educational Quality Aase ent,

September 1973. -119,pages. ED 087 788, MF $0.83. HC $6.01.

This manual is designed to aid the schocil administratot and staff in.-
:the interpretation.of PennsylVania's Educational Qu4lity ASsessment
Report for Grade Seven. General backgroundinformation ipieSented:on
the ten goals of quality edUcation which include: self esteem; under
standing others; basicverbal and math skills, health,habits; interest
in school; cit!zenship; creativity; vocational attitude and:knowledge;
appreciation of human accomplishments; and preparing for a changing
world. Also presented are brief descriptors of the developmentjield
teating, the normative group and the actual administrative procedures..

.
-The ue and importance of input variablea is described and illustrated
in several norm charts. How expected scores.are calculated is explained..
A replica of-a school quality report for a hypothetical' seventh'grade
with important points.noted composes the bulk-of the manual.: The appendix
includes: school informatiOn form; teacher questionnaire and graph.of
normal curve-with zscoreS-and percentile equivalents.

94. Burson, William W. Manual for interpreting intermediate school reports,
Erade 9. Harrisburg: Pennsylvania State Department of Education,
Bureau of Educational Quality ASsessment, September 1973. 106 pages.

ED 087 787. MF $0.83. HP $6.01.

Thia Manual is designed tn,aid the school administrator and'staff
:interpretation Of Pennsylvania's Educational Quality Assessment Report
,for Grade Nine:. :General background: information is.Presentect-on the ten
:,g0als of quality-edul;4tion which, were asseseed. .These gbals include

_self esteet understanding others; basicyerbal And math skills; health-
'habits;'interest_in school; citizenship;- creativity; vocational attitude

,

and knowlede; appreciation of huMan atcomplishments;'and preparing for-
a thanging'vorld,';4sopresented are brief descriptions Ofthe programs's
development, field testing,establishment of normative standards, and actual
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administ tive procedures. trK use and importanc-e`b input variables is

escribed an illustrated in sesakal norm charts. How ected scores

are:scalculated 's explained. A reliSica'of a school qualit eport for a
hypotaatical_nint rade with importt,points noted composes ajur part

of the m4nua1. The endix includes: ool information form; t-echer
questiennai:re and graph_of normal curve wit1 scbres and percentile

equivalents. N-NN

. Coldiron, J. Rober't. 'An investicatiOit--of the utiliz on of re uested
assessment informatibn in Pennsylvania scli6o1.districts. Paper presented
at the annual:meeting Ofthe American Educatio1-141,Researa`Association,
Chicago, April 1974. 31 Pages. ED 093 943. NY wal HC

The,use of assessment information by school administrators inva4,ye
a statewide assessment program was investigated. Data from 93 sujierz,-

intendents were analyzed to determine the relationships between informaN
tion usageNand perceptions of assessment informatiOn relevance, problem
identification-, "and origin of superinendent. Local dissemination of
assessment results.,was also examined. Information usage was 'predicted
by superintendent, school, and assessment d'ata variables. Results in-

.,
dicated that perceivee-relevance of information was rented to informa-
tion usage, but problem identification and origin of superintendent
was not, nor was dissemination related to favorableness of results.

diron, J. Robert, 6, Skiffington, Eugene W. Condition variables in

tele on to measured student erformance: rhe use of indicators in.

Penfluipia. Denver: Colorado,State Department oZ Education, Cooperative

Accountabflity Projczt, November 1975. -89 pages. ED 120 45. MF-$0.83:
HC $4.67. Also,available-from the State Educational Accountbility
Repository (SEAR),, Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction;\126 Langdon
Street, Madison, Wi . 53702 Free. \.

In order-to accurately assess quality education, it is essential te\ob-
,,

tain objective information about student performance in a given school.
Before this can 6ts done, it ii-necessary to determine exactly what factors
are related to student performance. Quality education implies goals,
methods of reaching them,and'criteria to judge progress in reaching
them. An indicator is the measurement,of a 'Criterion of progress. In
order to discuss indicators logically, Section I discusses their classifi-
cations. Indicators are seen as measures of input to the educational
process, or as measures of the products (output) of the educational process,
and some are seen as both input and output; that is, they are interactive.
After a review of the literature, Section III describes briefly the Pennsyl-
vania assessment program, student performance measures, indicators used in
the Pennsylvania pre4ram, and procedures employed in the analysis and re-
lationships observed-among indicators. Although most of the observed

. relationships are based on the assessment of fifth and eleventh graders
conducted between 1969 and 1973, additional findings on mere,recent
assessment are also reviewed. In the final section, some citizen sug-
gestions of indicators are translated from aarrative statements to numeri-
c- odes. Such coding should-give citizens a way to compare theit school

to anot e chool or to some established standard.
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97. Guerriero, Carl A. Interest in school and learning. A guide to the

analysis and interpretation of EQA scores and related intervention

techniques. Guide to strateRies for improvement, goal 4. First edition.

Harrisburg: Pennsylvania State Department of Education, Bureau of
Planning and Evaluation, 1974. 65 pages. ED 114 968. MF $0.83.

BC $3.50,

'This doCument is designed tO assist school district personn61 in the

-identification of intervention Strategies-that have a good probability

of increasing the district's-mean store on-the Goal IV Educational

Quality Assessment (EQA) instrument.- -Appropriate educational.research.
has been, reviewed and distilled into.seven propositionsthet-are appli-
cableto the_real world Of basic edUcatinn. _In addition to_these propo
sitions, intervention techniques that May affect Goal IV (stuaent intereat,

in school and learning) are described. Theinterventions, in most cases,

are widely discussed in the literature and are.being used'in school

districts throughout the natiOn. An appendix contains bibliOgraphies
related to these'strategies, which include continuous progress plans,
team teaching,_open education, learning stations, student contractine,:
individualized instrUction,:simulation and gaming, 'programmed instruc-

\

tiOn, end.peer tutoring. The final section considers related innoVative.'

progr s rNulting from Elementary and Secondary EducationAct Title III.,
1 7

-and,des qbes a publication that can help identify school districtS using

these programs. Deciding which of the f)ropositions and .wich of the
-.

,
intervention techniques are appropriate is leftto the schOol district

,staff.
,

Bojak,,, Joseph L. Aniireciating human accomplishments. A gnide.to the
analysla:.and interpreteeion of EQA scores and related interventioa

technioue Guide tO Strategies forimprovement. goal 9. PDE wOrking

paperS lieri'isburg:PennsylVanj:.a State Department of Education, Bureau

of Planning and'Evaluation, 1975: 84 pages, ED 114 969. MF $0.83:

BC $4.67.

Goal IX of the Education' Quality Asses ent (EQA) deals with appreci-
ating human accomplishments.- \The assessmen ,instruments concentrate on
attitudes that measure-the degree of value stUdents place on,areas of.

human accomplishment and the willingness of students to explore environ-

ments where firsthand experiences are available. The purpose of thia

paper is'(1) to provide school districts concerned about the improvement

of student attitudes as they relate,to Goal'IX with clues to strategies

and programs that may effect change,(2) to help school districts utilize

the EQA School Report as a diagnostic tool for the design and imPlementa-

tion of curriculum change,.and (3)..to providesuggested strategies and

sources of literature-specifically designed to focus on GoalT.IX, TWo

distinct approaches are-presented. The indirect approach enelYSes the
condition variablesthat have significant Correlation:,coeffiCients tc(

,Goal IX scores: The direct approach enalyzes thestudent;reSponse pat-,

terns to the questionnaire items to determine areasor subscales thet
-can serve as a point offoCUs f.or investigating educational reSeerchand:

inipiemepting intervention/strategies. The document also discusses inter-

vention techniques.and Ongoing programs'. An extensive bibliography:and,
'appendixes thet:providea sample school report and describe available in-

formationpaclets are included.
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). Kendig, Thomas E. Pennsylvania's Educational Qua lit Assess ent: The
first step to educational change. Harrisburg: Pennsylvania tate De-
partment of Education, Bureau of Educational Quality Assessme,,t, April
1974. Paper presented at the annual meeting of the American Educational --
Research AssOciation, Chicago, April 1974. 9 pages. ED 090 2J52 . MF
$0;83. HC $1.67.

d

.,

An assessment program was-davelopeci-to-measure/the_effielency_nof_educa-
tional programs used in the school _districts tilroughout-Pennsylvania.--- --

The effectiveness of the school was determined by measuring iEs product,
collective student performance. This required a design which takes into
account other conditions which appear to contribute to student performance.
Implementing the model was carried out in -three phases. Phase one in-
cluded the development, field testing and refining of the instruments for
.each of the goals, the procedures for collecting data about students,
scho 1 , and community conditions; and computer analytic techniques -for
dete ining the relationship Of school and community conditions \Thich,
exi. t with student performance. Phase two concerned:itself with the col-
lection of "information stratified from a state representative and phase
three is the actual asses'sment of schools, which is a continuing eactivity
begun in 1970. The assessment findings Can be used to provide a focus',
for examining individual student test results which exist, to measure
the ef fectiveness of curriculum changes and to provide objective data to
support requests for programs and equipment. \

). Kleppick, Annabelle L., (Se Costanzo, Nancy L. An educational needs
assessment' of Ion term care administrative personnel in the coMmon-
wealth of penns...zzlyanta_. Pittsburgh: Pittsburgh Univ., Graduate

)

School of Public Health. 152 pages. ED 124 713. , ME $0.83. HC $8.69.

The Graduate SchoOl of Public Health, University of Pittsburgh, directed
its efforts towards providing continuing education courses to enable
long term care administrators to qualify for relicensure in accordance
with Plnnsyrvania's.requiretnentp. Because of the diversity qf administra-
tors' educational background; more data were needed to establiSh a syS--
tematic basis for progfam planning. In September 1973, a questionnaire
was mailed to 962 nUrsing home administrators and supervisory level per-
sonnel. Two groups were. surveyed: 482 students whd had attended non-
credit programs or courses of, the Long Term Care Unit and 480 administra-
tors who had not atterided any programs. Of the 962 qu-e-Stionnaires mailed,
473 (4974 were returned:. The major portion .of_the document (54 Pages)
presents without discussion the survey responses, showing the character-
istics of administrators and non-administrators (environmental, personal,
and professional), their preferences for further education (bachelor's
'degree, master's degree, credIt courses only, and non-credit courses),
and program format preferences. A description of the potential student
body for a degree program and implications tor' planning are derived
from the responses.' Appended materials include: sample cover letter,
the survey foim;', tabulated responses, a list of administrator degree
majors, and a map of Pennsylvania's baccalaureate and master's external
degree' programs.



101. Leight, Robert L. Testing, of "citizenship" in the EQA: A critique.
Social Studies Journal; 1975. 4 (3), 42-49. EJ 126 933.

.The Pennsylvania Educational Quality Assessment (EQA) is criticized
for Cenfusingthe distinction.between achievemenand attitudes, the
distinction between citizensh and conformity,'and failing to incor-
porate Moral education.'

102. Mastert, James R. & Shannon, Gregory A. Pennsylvania's preparing for
a changing world instrument: A validation study. PaPer presented at
the annual meeting of the National Council on Measurem nt in Educatio
Washington, D.0 April 1975. 18 pages. ED 110523. MF $0.83.
HC $1.67.

The,validities of the Pennsylvania Educational Quality Assessment (EQA)
Preparing for a Changing World Instruments al. grades 5, 8 and 11 were
investigated: The study was carried out in a suburban tchool district

. ::5.1 7"": :Ok- NA insi u6ent .7,,, lpriate

where many students had experienced a great,deal of ch ge in their
lives. At each-grade level appro44mately 60 students ho had. experienced
a great deal of changE_ and 60 students whi:. '-ad experie ced little change
participated Each stude t resprmd
to his/her grade level. At each gra'az- 4;!1/z..1 teachers/were asked to choose
students high and low in "emotional fo:t1tude." In hvestigating the
validities of the instruments, EQA scores of student rated high were
compared with those of students rated low. The stu y provided some
evidence for the validity of the EQA instrument at 1ach grade level.
Validity support was gathered for the total instruient, for the Ineffec-
tive Solutions subtest, and for the Effective Solu ions subtest; however,
no validity support was found for the Emotional A justment subtest. In
general, stronger vialidity support was found for the instruments when
responded to by students who had experienced a geat deal of change than
when reSponded to by students who had experienced little change.

PennsylVania State.Deparientof Educational QualityAbsess
ment in)Penns lvania--The first six ears.:-J1.4risburg; -Penntylyania
State;Department of Education; 1973. -21 page1 ED 088 925.. 147

Reviewed in this public relations publication is an-overview of programs,
goals, and procedures written for parents and lay groups as well as seg-
ments of!the educational community.

.104. Rennsylvania State,Department of Education, Bureau of Planning and Evalu
ation. Educational 1'Liality_AsfefsEeat.1412etineien
school reports. Harrisburg: Pennslyvania State Department of Education,
Bureau of Palnning and INaluation, 1974. 66 pages. ED 101 003. ME $0.83.

HC $3.50.

This mantial is designed to accOmpany Pennsylvania Educational Quality
Assetsment (EQA) elementary'school repOrts fOr a district. The manual

,

is not !intended to.stand alone;,it is an aid to school administrators



and other staff members for underStaning the reports of their re'Spective
Schools., Information includes::: participating schools., administration',
procedure, nature of,the questionnres, Pennsylvania!s 10 goals of quality
education, percentile rank by goal:predicted Score tange, conditiOn'Vati7. :
ables, student distributions fori'comitive measures,-!criterion-referenced
Scoring model:,,sample SchOol reOrt, a status profile,teacher question-

'naite; and normal cdrve with z-sCores and :percentile equivalents.

105- PennSylvania St:te Department of Edcdation, 13nreatt of Planning and Evalu7
ation. Educational Quality Assecsent- Manual for inCer retingiriter-
Mediateschooi repOrts.- Harrisburg;:- PennSylVania State,ilepattMent Of '

Education, Bureau of Planning and Evaluatibn4 1974:. .67 pages.' 'ED 101:

007. MF $0.83. AC $3.50.

This manual is designed to accomPan PeanSylVania:-Educational Qnality
AsSessment .(EQA) juniothigh school rePorts:lor a district:, -The manual
is not7intended to stand alOrie; it iS an aid to sehooladminiStratorS:::

-and othet staff:meMbers fOr understanding the reporta of their:jrespective
sChools. Information.incIudeS: :participatinchOols', administration
procedure, nature?ef the:questionnaires, PennsYlvanies 10 goals,',:of
qualityeducatioti, Percentile rank by goals, prndicted score range-,con777.,
ditiOn variables, stndent 0.StributiOns for CognitiVeMedsures: cr1terion7
referenced:scoring model, Sample,sChobl ireport: a status:profile, teacher
questiennaire, and normal tUrveWit'n'z-Storea,and perdedtile.equivalents:.

pennsylVania State DepartMent OfEduCation, Burean ofTlanning ancV,Evaln7
'ation. _Educational:Quality Assessment Manual for interpreting secondary
school reporta. Harrisburg: .j2ennsylVania State I)epartmentof Educatiow,
Bureau Of Planning'and Evaluation., 1974. .67 pages. ED:101 006. '''MCF'

AC $3.50:

This'manual is designed to aecompany Penns1yvania EdupatiOnalAuality,
ASsessment (EQA),Hsecondary schoolreports ;for a'diStiet,H The,mannal::is
not intendedtc stand alone;', it is,anaid..,to sChOitil administratorsand
other staffmembers for understanding the repertsOf their reapectiVe
schools., Information 'i.ncludes: .:patticipatingschools,:,adminiatrato
procedureiThature of the :questionnaires, PenhaylVanias:AP,gPals'ef

,
.

quality educations per::entile rank by:goal, predicted: sCOre.:.range;, con-

dition studentdisttibutienstOr 'cognitive' MeasUres*:!critetiOn-'
referenced scortpemodel, sample schoolreport, 4 Statna,prOfile, teacher
,questionnaire,amd normal cUrve with ztsdoresand .Percentile'equiValents:

106.

;

107. PennsylVania State Department:of EdUzation, Burean of,Planning and-:Evalu
ation. Educational Quality 4NSsessment,pubIicity sugestions-er ... Is.

HarrisbUrg:, pennsylvania
State Department Of Education, Bureau of Planningiand,Evaluation .1974.
50pages. ,ED 100968. MF

,

HThe Penneylvania Department' ot Education suggests a Scheme of what a.
school distr /ict might/do inthe Way of preasaessmentpublicity,' con-
current publicity, and postassessmentpublicity regardingEdndational
Quality Assessment, (EQA) reports.: A caSe study iSTresented .of a hypo-,:.)
thetical,schOol district with'five, alethantarY sehoola, two junior high8;



and a senior high which received eight EQA reports. The pr entations

are.suggestive, not prescriptie. Sample releases, letter/Si to parents,

memos to teachers, statements to p4i1s, etc are provideas examples
of these different methods of information disseminat1ony,1 .

108. Pennslyvania State Department of Education, Bureau of/Planning and Evalu-
/

I

ation'. E A school re resentative's handbook. HarTburg: Pennsylvania
State Department of-Education, Bureau of Planning a d Evaluation, 1975 .
la pages. ED 106 323. ,MF $0.83. HC $1.67% //

/

Step-by-step instructtons for the school represen/ tative responsible for
-Educational Quality Assessment in Pennsylvania/ re provided., The rspre-

14
sentative, who is eltpected to attend Quality A sessment Workshops, is .

given information i.lout how to schedule the a ministration of the
questionnaire, how r,..o collect district and s..,..holpl data, and how to deter-

mine whether sufficient and correct asSesInt materials have been re- __-..-------
ceived., Besides administering and distrib, ing the questiat.r..e;--th-e-
representative is responsible for training'imonitOrs.,..A-fter question-
naire completion, ,the representative must Lere iiietentla
.accuracy and then return them to the appropriate address as identifi
on a summary chart. I

I

109. PennsylVania SateJ)epartment:Of EducatiOn, !nreencif P1.44#itl.gand Evalu-
atiOn. Monitoria.handtaLEducational'Quality AsSessment.', ElementarY.

Harriaburg:PennsylVania StatcDepartMent OfvEducatiOni:Bureau
and:Evaluation, 1975. 12 pages. ED 106 324 . ME HC

Monitors are provided with step-by-step'directions on how to administer
Pennsylvania's Educational Quality Assessment Questionnaires to elementary
school pupils. They are told what materials are needed, how to keep
mater.lals secure; and what to do if a stude t mdsses a SeaSion. Monitors
are .given suggestions for questionnaire admi istration and told what to

do and'say in each of the four sittings.

Pennsylvania StdEe Department of Education, Bureau of Planning, and Evalu.

ation. Monitor's handbook Educational Sualit Assessment. % Intermediate.
Harrisburg: 'Pennsylvania State Department of Education, BureaU of Planning
and EvalUation, 1975. 13 pages. .;ED 106 325, MF40.83. HC $1.67.

..

Monitors are provided with step-by-step directions on how to administer
Pennsylvania's Educational Quality Assessment Questionnadres to inter-
mediate school pupils. They are told Phat ma erials are needed,',how to
keep materials secure, and what to do'if a stident misses a session.
Monitors are given suggestions' for questionnaire administration and told
what to do and say,in each of the four sittings.

1Pennsylvania State Department of Education, Bureau of Planning and Evalu-
ation. Monitor's handbook Educationallussessmene', Secondary. '-

---------1----
Harrisburg: Pennsylvania State'Department of, dueatien, Bureau of Planning
and Eluation, 1975. 13 pages. ED 106 326. MF $0.83. HC $1.67.

:



Monitors art. nrovider7 w;.th StepTby-step directions on how to administer
Pennsylvania's ..',:iut4ti,jnai Quality Assessment Questionnaires tp Secondary
School tupils The re told what materials are.needed, how to keep
materials .secure, and what to do.if a student misses a session, MonitOrs
are giyentSuggestions. fOr questionnaire administration and told What tO
dOsnd say in each of.:t.1,:e four sittings.

112. PennsYlvania State DepartMent of PubliC Instrdction. ;Proceedings of the
State Advisorvtommittee on the AscessMent of Educational Quality (lst;'
Ilarrisburg;:Pennsvivania, Februarb-l_968) Harrisburg RenhaylVania.:.

State DepartMent.of Public InStrUttion FebruarY 1968. 49 pages. ED
081 787,:/MF $0.83. HC $2.06..

Proceedings of the first meeting of the State Advisbry:ComMittee-fOr the
PennsYlvania Bureau of Quality:Exhication,,ASSessment are providedThe
:proceedings are CoMprisedj_of-the folloWing.:*SuperintenOntISMelage..;:
'Charge to:the.COMmittee;-.The plan-fOrAsSetsing*EducationalCIUality:in
PennSylvaniahat Will Quality:,Edueation:AsSeSsMentkeasUrel;JrOgress
: RepOrt,on the National AsSessment Projegt:7SuMmary of Comments ancl:Bugt

gestions; and 7tLonclUsionConcerns ofhetoMmittee were relate&tp the
sampling proCedUre :for the*-Apri.1196.8.iteStingithedrawbaCfr-theplan
in the:reliance On paper anclpencil self-repOrt Instruments, the items -

language:in terilis of:.difficulty 'level and of SeMantithe.Working of:
'der_fain-iteMs.which seemecUtojtPly a value judgmencOf the hehaVior

question, andrthe need to establish ,a list2of ygUidelinesel. :for
teachers concerning the nature of the assessment and its'pUrpoSeS:

pennsyivaala State Environmental Education AdvisOry Councii EnViron
mentaleducation re ort Penns 1Vania43EnvironMenta1 Edueation Advisor
Council HarriSburg: .yennsylvania StateEnvirOtmental .clucatiOn ad-
viSory Council, January 1974.1 30 pageSEDJ'25 867 MF HC

In 1973,,the Pennsylvania, EnVironMental Education,AdVisory Council Was
charged" with sUrveying,the' current-status ofenvirOnmentaLeducatiOn in
.thestateand.preparingrecommendations for2the development ancLadbaeqUent
implementationofa:broadHbaSed.environmental7education program plan
for kindergarten throUgh grade,twelVe The:Couneil was asked.

. _

also to.recommend teacher education programs' needectto,insure_the sdcdess
of the .1<.12 programshe'reSults of. the COuncil'*:SurVeY are printed'
in this report-, DiVided into a:nuMber of parts, the section's' Ofthe.:
report inClude the necesSi4 Jo- enyirontental education:prOgraMS, and
reC6mendations. An appendix Contains a definition'Of'nvironMentai
enutAtica and, a listing of School districts *,swering the sUrveY.

114. ltussell, Nolan -Getting insideffheE0A inventory.: Grade 8. HarriS7
burg: ;PennsylvaniaState Department of Edutation, Bureau of...Planning
and Evaluation, 1974. 69 pages. ED 103 468. MF HC

.1N1though it is difficult pth to determine educational goals and to
mesnx.egoal attainment, the\EducatiOnal pdal..ity-Assessment Triventory_
:(EQAI) has ambitiouSly tackled both Problems. During'a.:fiveyearfperiod:'
45 separate inStruments containing Over.2000 Items Were:Constructed,



revised, rejected, and accepted in preparation for the present invento
This inventory has scales which independently measure different facets of
educatibnal goals including basic skill achievemeilt, social.and:healthi
habits, feelings toward self and others, valuePlaced On'learningand
.human accomplishment, interest in creatiVe activities, and methods of
Coping with freedom. The battery of teats:was administered to 253,226
students attending'240 Commonwealth intermediate schools. Though in-7

diVidual names were erased prior 'co test scoripg, infottationneCessary\
to identify general student groups was obtained through questions OF '

--sex-i-abtlity-level,-an&father-octupation. .:Answers werescored by.both
normreferenced ahd Criterion-referenced methods. Selection Of these
coMplementary sCoring methods enhance the:concept that result accOunt-
ability-goes beyond the schoo1; Recognition of many exPerienees shaping

_the educational ptogtess of-anindividual, hOwever, does not detract
from efforts to restructure/Schol programs in hopeS,cof goal attainment.

115.. RuSSell, Nolan F. Gettingi. Harris-
burg PennsylVania State DepartmentOf7EduCation,,, BureaU ofFlanning '

'and Evaluation, 1975.'.70 pageS.-:__ED,109 199.. MF $0.83. Ity$'350',,

The Secondary Form'Of :the Educational Quality'Assessment '(EQA) Inven-
tory is designed for llth grade studenta in:Comnonwealth pUblic sChoolS.:
Test stales-:are_deaigned to Measure some facet,of Statequality aSsess7,
ment goals. Along:With basit skilIS-,-the various instruments examine;:.
(1) social and health habits, (2) feelings toward.self and others, :(3)::-

_Value placed'on learning'andhuman acComplishnent, (4) intereat in
creative activities, (5):methuds of coping win frustration, and .(6)

,attitudes toward rork and tareet planning. Extensive investigation
concerning the Consistency of student resPonses within each scale and
1The stabillty.of studentresOonseStO the stales overltime has been
conducted'. Total scalesyielded high internal COnsistenty reliability
wh4.1e shorter su,bSales weret,/eak: Strong torreapondence betweenratings
made hy .teatherS- and suden'.t scores was demonstrated, fOr Seven pf .th.e
attitUde scales The unit of andlYSIs of all datareceived frot the"
EQA Was:the schoOl.., The inventory prOvided infOrmetion:On::',.(1) Student-

f.body standing on each composite goal teat relative to_lastatewide.tefetence
group, (2) StudentHbodystanding relative to gtoUps SiMilat in home:and
school environments and (3) proportion of StUdentbOdYwho demonstrated
minimum positive attitudes.

SOUTH CAROLINAASSESSMENT PROGRAM

116. South Carolina State Department ofEdUcation, Office of Planning. A'

COluMbia:. South Catoline State Departmentnf EdUcation,Offitedf:
Planning, August 1971 42 pages ED 100 0.38 yliT $0.83. HC ,77--

This"docuMent reports on the efforts..of the Sbuth.,Carolintate:Depart
Ment ofEducation'to develOp'a comprehensive educatioalplanhing.,.capability
WassesSMent Mbdel anda,dYhamicM[odel weredeeldped tO helP:in the iden-
tification of educational needs and in the evaluatiOn Of publiceducatiOn



the state. The:assessment model relates instructional program areas
to population, program, and student characteristict through the use of
an edutational evaluation matrix. In several instructional areas; cri-
teLon measures are compared with status measures :to:identify discrepancies.
On the'basis ofthes distrepanties, educational heeds are established,

..The dynathi,e Model i!,:a,f-ramework,to assess and direct educational* change'.
After a reVieW of assessment study results, the dynamic model it employed
tO sive priority-rankings to identified needs. , The document examines::

the channels for detision Making in the_planAingprocesS andj)resents a
'..flOw:chart for developing program documents. MajOr 'participants in:the:
planning process include the state board ofeducation.the ttate superin-

-
tendent Of education, the superintendent's executive planning cOmMittee,
and the office Of planning.

Trull; J. Raymond. _f.basi_(..,roundof-the establishment of-the

"Educational ObjectiVesfOr,1975' Columbia: South CarOlina State,.

DepartMani Of Faucation.: 33Pages, ED 080 603'. MF

118.

//

Following a brief discussion of,the development of the ',South Carolina
Educational Objectives for 1975,!' needs assessment dace arejrovidesl.
These data provide the criteria, status measure, and/discrepancy related
to school dropouts-, instruction in basic skills, program for the handi-
capped, state-wide kindergarten, firsE grade failures, arid occupational

training.

/
.

. /* . .

Finth, John-M. Abttract: ,
Fall, 1974, SoUth/Carolina StateWide Testing,

FrograM, Volume 1, nUmber 15. Columbia South
.

Carolina State Department .-

of EdutatiOn, Office of Research FebruarY/.1975. 23 pages. ED-110476.
MF 7$0.83. lic $1.67.

The Fall, 1974 South Carolina Statewide Testing Program was administered
to nearly all of South Carolina's foUrth and Seventh grade students and
a sample of ninth and eleventh grade students participated in the testing

program. There were 49,068 fourth graders, about 98 percent, 'and 53,662
seventh graders, about 99 percent, tested. A representative sample of
the state's ninth and eleventh/grade ttudents, approximately 11 percent,
were tested. ,The results provide a picture of' the performance of fOurth
and seventh grade public schlool studenti in the state. Additionally, the
dample,of ninth and eleventh grade public school students allows their
test scores to be .generalized to the ninth and eleventh graae public
school Students in South Carolina. The Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills
(CTBS), Iorm S, were employed to measure student s knowledge in the areas
of reading, language; mathematics, reference skills, science, apd social
studies. The CTBS/has been standardized on the basis of a sample of

-
approximately 150,000 students drawn from across the natioh. Smith
Carolina student CTBS scores were compared to 'the national medians. The
comparisons showed that South Carolina's fourth, seventh, ninth, and
eleventh grade,students consistentiored-Ir than the national median.

119. Finch, John M. Abstract: Fall 1974 South Carolina Student-Surve

Attitude/Inventory. Volume I, number 18. Columbia: Sout Carolina State

Department of Education, Office of Research, May 1975. 43 pages. ED 111

876 . ,41"F $0.83. 4R: $2.06.
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The Fall, 1974 South Carolina'Statewide Testing Program inCluded.an
achievement test; the Comprehensive.Tests of Basic Skills; the Short
Form Test of Academic Aptitude; and the Student Survey and Attitude -

Inveatory (SSAI), which is the subject of this report. The SSAI was

administered in NoVember 1974 to 48407.students. Most of SouthCarolina
seventh grade.students and a sample of ninth ancLeleventh grade students

participated in this phase of the program.. The SSAI is an instrUMet
which measures how students feel .abodt themselves,.other people, land

the world; it, is seen as having-potential for examining the attitudes
of'students and obtaining an indication of jchange in theiriseif-concept.
This document contains the SSAI Form A, questionnaire results and dis-
Cussion, a. detailed model of the SSAI, and-a computer printout.report

of the statewide, seventh grade student survey sectionef the*SSAI.

John-son, Lynn m., & Finch, John M. South Carolina Statewide ,Testing. -

Progr_onLEall,_1215:. Oeneral report.),Colum'bia.: South Caroline State
Department af EducatiOn, Office of-Research,.March 1976'. 102 pages.'
ED 121 847. MF $0.83. HC $6.01.

The highlights of South Carolinaq Statewide Testing Programv-Fell;4975
are summarized. Chapter one provides an overview of the report including
the program's histIrical origins and changes that have occurred over the
past five years as well as a delineation of the program's major objectives.

Chapter two is concerned with ways in whiCh the performance scores can
be utilized, ways in whiCh the individual achievement data can be utilized

at the classroom and schoe levels, and the ways in 'which the aggregated
achievement and attitude data can he utilized at the school, district,
and state Jevels. Chapter three consi s of four sections related to the
methodology employed in conducting the project. Chapter four presents the
Performance of students in grades foUr, seven, and eleven on,the Compre-
heusivc Tests of Basic Skills (CTBS). Chapter.five presents the most

interesting results of grade eleven students on the Student Survey and
Attitude Inventory. The appendices contains CTBS summary of results for
South Carnlina and an annotated copy of the South Carolina Student Survey
and Attitude Inventory, Form B.

-
Arteripbry4Visili et al. Identification and Measuretentcf, career'

edUtationoutceMes: A Texas model.: Journal Of,CareetEdudation; 1976,

2 (3).,. 24-37. EJ 137 404.

As part of a ttatewide assetsMent planning effort to establish Career,

educatiorcin inferMation was tOught PrOcedures uted to

find out what.commuiity members thought Stu,leit deVelOpMentshoUld be in, :

terms cf career educatien:are described. The:praCticality and feasibility

of measuring the stOentoutcomes identified are disCussed.



VIRGINIA

122. Glenn'Haven, Achievement Cenuer.. Psycho-motor needs assessment of

Virginia school children. Fort.Collins, COlorado:\ Glen Haven Achieve-

mentCenter, May 1973. 219 pages. ED 093 899. MF".$083. BC $11,27.

An effortto asSess psycho-motor (P-M) needs among Vitginia,childten in

R-4 and in-special primary classes fo.r .01e educableMenally retatded

i8 ptesented.\: Includedare.methoda for selecting, combining, and devel7

oping evaluation Measures, which are vetified statistically by analyses

ofdata tollected,from:astratified saMple of approxiMately 4,500 children!,

:ksareening instrument to be utilized by classroom te0.1et5 in/the ideni

fication pf Suspected deficiencies in P--1!1 fUnctioning:wasCompleed7for
an additienal 1,803 childten, A Wide tense of deficiencie*in pSyc
metot functieningwere revealedin all grade leVels elomined.:The
tetn pf incidence indiCates that fat:a :large nUmber ofchildren, 6

tinned improvement of-P-M.skills wi4 not: OecUtWithoUtAnterventiO
On the-basis pf this study three maletareaS,pf:ceneern recilArejtir_

attention: (1) teacher eduCatiOn geated towatawareness and develepmentH-
otJx-M functioning:, ..(2) exPapPibn0f.Cti.rricuitimodpobjettive
and (3) furtheievelOpment:pf test inVestigation

P-M doMain.

123. Phillipp, Francis Y.', J,. VitginiaEducationelNeedS,Assessment of-

publiC scheol children in'the cognitive affectiVeandnsveho-moto ,

doMains. Paper 'presented at the annUal Meeting of theAMerican Educa-

tional Research'Association, Chicago., April 1974, :65 pages, E15 093

934.- MF HC $3.50

The study identified the critical educational needs OfeaehHgeographical

atea:in the State and lnditatedthatmeasurement Should b'e 'in terMsef
_

the:Cognitive_and affective:behavior of students phase one:ref Ole

study waS-Conducted on the, Coneeptthat the SehoolTand elaaarobmas

a soCial syStemprovidea'theSettingwithin:,which the.SelfsyStem Of

thelearneiS expresseOnthteeHoutputareas:i 4patnet7otiented

behayior in thecOgnitive dollain,ileatnet-biiented:behavipt in'the

affeCtiVe domain', and the interrelationshiPS of these cOgnitiVe and

affeetiVellehaviots. These behaviotal outpUts_Wete'epnsideredas in-

dicatots OfSelfperceptlent., verbaily'eXPresSed behaqiptS.,:and:Manit

fest ,')ehaViOrS:whiehthe leatnereriginally Tossessed7onentty tethe
.sehool-and,:classrpem. PhaSe,twe, cencerned with the pt3.che.7.-totor.,,(p*M)

4:16main yielded infOrMatiOn abpUtthenatut&Of the P,--4.1Hclarriaiii.; data

regarding instruMents of Measuretent,Hand incidence,,ligutes for the:.

school population., Eight separate ateas Of -.13-Mfunctioninvwereseased.
Through phase two of the,needs'assessment studyAn All three domeins,

.Vitginia hppes to become fully:accountable fet-providing qUality eduta

ticin for everY child in the publie schools of the commonwealth.
0 -

,
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WASHINGTON

12.4 Brouillet, Frank B. Phase IV: Educational needs adsessment for WaSh-
,ingtOn state students.' IMarCh 1973. (Summary). Nonteteyi Calif CTB/
McGraW liii,, MarCh 1973. 42. pages, ED 086 725. NT $0.83. HC $2.06.
AlSo-aVeilable from Pr. Ftank B. BroUillet, Superintendent Of Public
Instruction, 01ympia,WA 98504.

The results of the Washington Elementary Educational Assessment Project
(WEEAP) are presented in this report. The purposes of the asse6Sment
project were (1) to assess the,reading and mathematics achievement in--
Washington elementary schools by sampling fourth and sixth grade students
in randomly selected school buildings; (2) to identify instructional
-objectives and to determine the degree to which students are achieving
those objectivEs; and (3) to determine the degree to which students are
achieving the :,,evel expected of them. _Three instruments were administered
concurrently: '.he California Achievement Tests, 1970; ihe Short Form
Test of AcademLc Aptitude; and a fact sheet describing schocil character-
istics, compl,ted by ,school personnel. Six main conclusions were drawn
from the results of the assessment, including the fact that the students
generally scored as anticipated in reading and significantly below ex-
pectation in mathematics..

Rest?, Alfred; Jx.,:tt StileS, Richard. Usina the. Anchor Test Study In
state assessment. : Paper presented' at the annual meeting .Of the Americn
Educational ResearchAsseciation, San Francisco, AptiI 1976. 9 pages.
ED 124 576.... MF HC$1.67.

A report is.given on t o years' experience in using the Anchor TeSt'Study
; (ATS) norms, developed y the Educational Teiting Service under contract
to the U. S. -Office of Education as part of the,Washington State Assess-
ment program. In the first year, the desire to develop a state reading
achievement profile through the application of the ATS norm tables was
incorporated into the Washington State ESEA Title III needs assessment

,plan,for fiscal year 1974. A 20% sample of schools containing grade 6
,was drawn and atteMpts made to collect Sixth-grade test data compatible
with the ATS tables:\ The data were tabWated and reported as total reading
mean scores and standard deviations for the state as a whole and'for
'ten categories based on\district size. Because cE sampling and data col-
leCtion problems, changes\were made in the second year's endeavor. All
districts' using tests covered by the ATS norms were given the opportanity
to contribute data. No attempt was made to generalize beyond the popu-
lation supplying test restu1S, but the analysis,was expanded to include

. the reading subtests and gradeS 4-and '5 as well as grade 6.
\\ I

\

WEST VIRGINIA

Puzzuoli, DaVid Alexander, DOnaldL. :A:study of-the West Virginia
/StateCounty Testing' Program. MorgantoWn.:, West :

/ of HdrilaResources and':Education; April 1971.::' 181 pages. ED 06
HC $10.0.3
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In September 1962, the .State Board of Education initiated a broad annual
stUdy\of the academic achievement and scholastic aptitude of:Weat Virginia
public Schools called the State-County Testing Program, The results of
this program in Region II Vest Virginia schools 'for:MS.:766 196970
are analyzed to: (1) identify discernable trends; (2) find any significant.:
disparities between results of theTesting Program and the objectivee, of
the Comprehensive Education :PrograM; (3) proVide an:item analysis on ]

achievement tests used in the State7county Testing Program for academic
year 1969-70.

WISCONSIN'

127. Wisconsin State Department of Public InstralfUT-DIVES-ibb-fUr Manage-
ment and Planning Services. Interpretive re ort on the Wisconsin State
Mathematics_Aeat192.3pilntyeaL:.__yoLlirepor_t_ 2. Madison:
Wisconsin ',ste Depw:'tment of. Public Instruction, Division for Manage-

' ment and t. _,Lning Services, 1974. 71 pages. Available from the Depart-
ment of Pdblic Instruction, 1261angdon Street, Madison, Wis. 53702.
Free.

This report contains an interpTetive analysis of individual test items
used in the 1973 Wisconsin State Mathematics Assessment at grades 3 and
7. The sampling p'rocedures, organization, interpretation of data, limi-
tations, and useful definitions of the test, and test results are discussed.
The analysis includes an evaluation of eaCh,test item and provides recom-
mendations where appropriate. Offered are general iwcerpretive conclusions.
The appendix consists of an exemplary mathematics program for grades K-8.

128. Wisconein State Depart .ent of Public Instruction, Division for Management
ard. Planning Services. Interaretlyereportonshe Wisconsin State
Reladisig_LIL±EL1913_22112taf..ar Volume 3, report.3. Madison:
Wisconsin State Department of"-P-,i)lic Instruction, Division for Management
and Planning Services, 1974. 134 pages. Available from the Department
of Public Instruction, 126 Langdon Street, Madison, Wis. 53702. Free.

The reading .assessment'undevtakeri by the Department of Public Instruction
in May 1973 Was a pilot.study. As such its primary purpose was to pro-
vide information for futre assessment instruments, administration pro-
cedures, sampling procedures, arid data analysis alternatives. Thus, this
document contains a critical examination of the pilot procedures as well
as an item by item report of the results of the first testing program and
interpretive statements about the results. General comments are made
pertaining to strengths and weaknesses of the instrument, and where perti-
nent, examples of specific items are discussed. 'The report considers*
eampling procedures, implications, and suggestions for future'assessment:.
The data analysis chapters reproduce all the actual items ,(in miniature)
with evaluative comments on item validity, readability, domains, and.
objectives.

7 9



129. Wisconsin State Department of Publiu Instruction, Division for Manage-
ment and Planning Services. Wisconsin Learner Assessment: 1973 pilot
yearrepo_q_4ITRepor_sl. Madison:lasconsin State Department of
Public Instruction, Division for Management and Planning Services,

February 1974. 193 pages; Available from the Department of Public
Instruction, 126 Langdon/Street, Madison; Wi-. 53702. Free.

This report contains/the results of the first statewide educational
learner pilot assessment in Wirconsin. Thelobjectiyes of the program
were: (1) to develop and refine the statewide assessment process includ-
ing instrument development, instrument administration, analysis, inter-
pretation, and dissemination of the results; (2) to provide a prelimi-
nary statewi4 profile of howwell students demonstrate their knowledge

ernIng-some-important aspects of mathematics and reading;
(3) to dev lop baSelineinformation for measuring progreswover time.
The devel pment of instruments and objectives and sampling procedures
are discUssed. The percentage of students who probably would have
answered the item correctly if all individuals at that grade level
had taken the test is given for each _item and objective in,the reading
and,mathematics tests for,students in grades 3 and 7. *Final comments

and recommendations are made. Information regarding the sampling
design is presented,in the appendix.

Wisconsin State Department of Public Instructioa, Division for Mhnage-
ment and Planning ServiFes. Wisconsin Learner Assessment: 1973 pilot
yeah summary report. Volume I. Madison: Wisconsin State Department
Of Public Instruction, Division fOr Management'and Planning Services,
FbrUary 19747. 36 pages. Available from the Department of Public
Instruction, 126 Langdon Street, Madison, Wis. 53702. Free.

The objectives of the first year of the Wisconsin Assessment Program
were: (1) to develop and refine the statewide assessment processes
including instrument development, instrument administration,
interpretation, and dissemination of results; (2) to provide a Pre1imi:=7-
nary profile of how well students demonstratetheir knowledge-and skills
concerning some iMportant aspects of mathematics and reading; and (3) to
develop baseline information for measuring progress over time-. The assess-

'''. Ment involved stldents in grades 3 cnd 7, and the .results are- reported

in termsof the population value,'i:e.,-an estimate of the percentage
of childrenwho probably-would have answered the Items correctly if all
the individuals at that grade'level had taken the test. General limita-
tions of the results are presented andkrecommendations are made to better
analyze educational program strengths or weaknesses.
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